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r* ^mr fo=r <ra *ten t ri arm) if tsmt fm aj tftfnsrs- s§ *r^r *r 

rsT 4#'*^ 

Separate Paging is given to this Part in order thist it may be filed as 
a separate compilation 

vrpT II —#*S Z-^-^frx (ii ) 

PART II—Section 3—Sub-Section (iS) 


'<TTTfT pptftt ^ (tsst Tjgrt^rrt sfrrr?) 5 ttt ^ift fpq n3 gifafsra; street 

Statutory Orders and Notifications issued by the VtrrMries of the Goveru-isent of India (other than 

the Ministry of Defence) 


fafsr sffr weto 
(fafsi fawm) 
f^rr 

?r.f f^fr, 16 fa-fT*? 5 ', 19 92 
sFT.srr. 2541:- srterdsr 1956 % f^HT 6 

% srnrujr it wr srrftmft srtr tr^rT fi ^fr 

| % «Tt W ^tFT 3TOT, % 3SRT HTfst^T^t ?fft 

^SFcT fwr ^ f*PPT 4% ?PJFT tpr 5nt3?T ftt 3T5T % 

Pro; farr | f% ?mwgT, f^r^rr 

■zm. ar^r it stnraTtr ^rur % f^pT rftrd % if Oro- 
Pfct <rc OPtft *ff iffpc *pt srr^T ?t % srttsr #t 
for % #tt fsrfeT^T if irtt #^rr ^rnr i 

[f. 5(207)/92-^rrf^] 
fr. *rf. ttOT ufj^rfr 


MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE 

(Department of Legal Affairs) 

(Judicial Section) 

NOTICE 

New Delta, the 16th September, 1992 

S.O. 2541.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956, 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Prabhu Dayal Sharma,. 
Advocate, for appointment as a Notary to practise in Tehsil 
Anup Shahar, Distt. Builand Shahar (Uttar Pradesh), 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

[No. F. 5(207) /92-JudI.J 
P. C. KANAN, Competent Authority 
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^417 

if flfll, 16 ffcoWR, 1992 
TO.4T. 2542:-4kf?4 f^T^nr, 1956 4? fall 6 

$ iiito Jr 444 utttorV jrt 4? 44ir iV infr 
$ fr 4V wr^r sriri fif fiTtikbViTT nfibRT it? 

141 fl44 b fall 4 $ Fill 4b 47411 T4 ’TFT 4 
flf fdwr I fb IT IRTf? (flfTOTbV) FT 444 

Jr tototo irJt $fkf itefV % Jr faifTOii fwr 

*?> 4444 44 OTtk 44 $4if b 444514 V 4k? f?1 ^ 
4YlT FNfJsTcl' 44 % JrJ 414 #41 TOf | 

[ 4 . S( 208)/92 TOlfTO] 

If . 4r . TOU, 1cT4 IffalRI 

NOTICK 

New Delhi, the 1 Ch September, 1992 

S.O, 2542.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956, 
that 1 application has been made to live said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri I.al Pratap Singh Advocate 
for appointment as a Notary to practise in Bahnraieh (Civil' 
Courts) (U. P.). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said pci ton 
a.v a Notary may be submitted in writin; to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

[No. F. 5(208)/92-Judl.] 

P. C. KANAN, Competent Authority 

344T 

1$ ftwfr, 16 flrwc l 992 

TO.4T. 2543 •—41JC.4 fill, 1956 % fall 6 
% 411444 Jr 4<5T4 4TftT44Tl ?TO If f41T «V 
TOflV t fb *fV If ITT ikfr 4kVb1 % HI Jlflbrfr 
bV 444 f444 % fall 4 % 4444 ^F 4T#44 RT4T4 
4T fit* fair $ fc iJt 44lfT (4^44 Jfir4) J? 
S444T4 bT4 % fll ikfV % 11 J? fllfTO IT fbIT 

a 

414444 44 4T<k ^4 ^44T % TOTH % 4k?; fcl 
% 4pTT flfal 44 4 TO 1T1 TOtt 4T4 | 

[4. 5(2l)/92-J4Tf4T] 
41.4V. 1411, 4544 Iffallvt 

NOTICE 

Now Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 
S.O. 2543.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance cjP Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956, 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Sukumar Cbaudhuri Ad¬ 
vocate, for appointment as a Notary to practise in Alipore 
Judges Courts, (West Bengal). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

[No. F, 5(210)/92-Judl.] 

P. C. KANAN, Competent Authority 


[Part II—Sec. Ji. i : C 

44ir 

if fc-"4r, 1 6 flTER, 1992 
44. W. 2544-—IRTR fill, 195 6 % fill 6% 

cibto Jr 4«4 srrfTORT ?ttt 4? ir ntfr S 

ff TOlfl TTOT 4R44f 4541 TOT 4 444 IfftTORf 
TO 444 fa44 % fill 4 % 44(1 O b 54444 44 
4T4 T fspr fair % fb 14 ITOf (TTfRTbj) 4^44414 
444 % fvW I T ITT T 44 4 flffal 44 fTOfr TO TOR 
44 4fral4 11 T(4ir % TORI % 4T44 fcl % TOl'< 
flfll 44 Jr TO 4f4 TIT 1T4 | 

[4. 5(212)/92-T4TfTO] 
4I04I INII, 444 4rfb44 y i 
NOTJCIi 

New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

S.O. 2544.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Act, 1956. 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
R'ule 4 of the said Rules, by Mrs. Ratna B-liargavan Ad¬ 
vocate for appointment as a Notary to practise in Bombay 
(Maharashtra). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

{No. F. 5(212) /92-Judl.} 
T'. C. KANAN, Competent Authority 

ftrcr 4am 

(11444 fun) 

4ifell', 6 44444, 19 02 

411 b T 

TT.51T. 2545-—WTTOT, 57fef444, 1961 

( 1 961 44 43) Vi HRT 1 0 % 4T1 f 23-l) % 

(iv) ^ttt toit srferff ir iiti vm ft? R 3 ri 

4 TOR FaisRr “41.4 .If. 1T-F4 ?>4 4vk 4fl4 
flfflTO 44 1991-92 4 1993- 
94 ib % fn froifrrfiai wit % wwiiv toi si 
141 14'41 % Sltlirl 5Tf44fl1 TTOi f., 44fl :— 
(t) 4R futfili 5TR TO R14T1 144T 

Wbf 4T4 TO ITOITI ITI % fl4 T4TO 

4144 14T 5RTOTOT 14 if^f % 

flTT irbl fblAT fl4 llbi TOT44T TO lb 
n ’ 

(ii) T'-fimfcrr ik ifr#si tt fufro 
14? 4 ill 1#4ir 44? TO fbir 41 llftf V 
tVtr- 4RT 11 sir HURT ( 5 ) 4 fifril4 r R 
fkf? fir !?TO R47 ifSFb iv 444r 
11(14 4 f45T IXTOT 4 4TOT f4f4 
(^R-jnrfeTxi, iifro 5nk % 44 4 

441 14T vyi--5.7fT4 J? 4TIT4T4 4 

f44) TO fl^l Iff b^4T 444T 14 
44T llff UTOT 4%1T; 
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(ii) ^ grf gyreT ffarrr t?.far *mr fa fasra fa 
mn faff ffr^fr, fat 1 % fttoitt fa sw 
vmr fa ft fa ?r ^sr tf 

fa 'Tfrr ttcttk tyt ft famffar % Tjrufar 
fat isrrffaT % fair qifaffaF fafr fa <mr fafa 
fttttk % fafatj fa tftt fa fa'rr-'jffaTFTfa 
Hit Wf jTTcfr fa i 

[q , 8 9(38 /FT. fa. 197/13 79/l'^W'VC fal] 
F-T. fa. 73faT, f'fafa TFT fafaFlfa 

MINISTRY OT' FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

New Delhi, the 6th January, 1992 
(IN COME-TAX) 

S.O. 2545.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
duuse (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies “The NAB Lions Home for Aging Blind, Bombay’’ 
for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment 
years 1991-92 to 1993-94 subject to the following conditions, 
namely:— 

(i) the assessce will apply its income, or accumulate it 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 

(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
than in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of section 11; 

(Hi) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
uccounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

[No. 8968/F. No. 197/137/91-TT.A.l.J 

S, K. CHATTFRJEE, Officer on Special Duty 

Hi fV.wt(, 6 TFFTJT, 19 92 

atFTFT 

FT. SIT. 2546-—TTFTFT TTffaffaqTT, 1961 ( 1 96 1 

FT 43) far 9TO 10 fa Uff (23-7) fa TTfaT ( 4 ) 
*TO TOT VTfc-ffa FT srqfar FTT §(T fafaj-q- rreFR 
ITFF5TO “fasFT fadf fafatffam H% fat FT- 
faafa'T FT 1 990-91 fa 1992-93 77 fa fair k ffa*7- 
ffafacT UEffa fa TTfc'WR Cfaf 77 -jqq -jqtr? fa Ufafa- 
Ttfa 'irffa^ffaT FRT fa, JTfad :— 

(i) Fc-fafaffar t»far nr ft ft sfafaM smr 
?Bfat TTFT 77 ?fafar7T Ttfa fa ffad ^qif7 
fatR farTTT 74T 77-7 W HH Tfafa fa 
ffarr qrfaqr ffaTfa ifafr swr ftt’Tht fat 7f 

fa; 

(ii) FT-ffatjfffaft oTTT TffaiffaT FC-ffarfCT 777 

fa fa*H gfaFfaf 77'f fat ffafar ’fat Trcffa fa 

fatTrr *tto 11 fat (5) fa ffaffafcR 

ffafar ff wf tf fa srffaF $7 tttt 


Fit fat fa ffaST Ffarfat fa wfat ffaffa (faTT- 
TRTf^m, FfafaFT TTffa fa FT fa 7TO 77T 
w-tsttf fa FrffasF farrarr fa ffaw) 
FT ffatvr Fff fafan SFT7T Ffa FBI 7$f 
fw 7 %tt; 

(iii) 7 i{ ffafat farr srnr fa fafasr fa 

FTR 7tff fatfar farffa FRT7TT fa TRf 
7T7 T7T irffadTR fa FT fa OPf 

ff ffa fairr frtttt tft FT-ffasrfffafV fa 
-J?7fat fat STTffar fa fvTH OTffaH ?t ffTT 
fafa FTOFTT fa fafafl fa ’777 fa fa«TT-7ffalFTfa 

-rfar wr ftfi it i 

[fa. 8969/Tir.fa. 197/1468/9-RFTFT-ffa-1] 

fTWT. fa. HFfat, f*T7(T FT7 TlffaFlft 


New Delhi, the 6th January, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2546.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies ‘‘Sanjay Gandhi Memorial Trust, New Delhi’’ for 
the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 
1990-91 to 1992-93 subject to the following conditions, 
namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate it 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(it) the assessee will not invest or deposit its ftmds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
than in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of section 11; 

tin) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books_ of 
uccounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

[No. 8969/F.No. 197/146/IT.Ai[ 
S. K. CHAT 1ERIEE, Officer on Special Duty 

STfeTF 

-9 

H? fTvfa'r, 7 tTF-m, 1992 

(JTFTFT) 

Ff.TIT. 2547—3TTWT TrffaffaW, 1961 ( 1961 

FT 43) fa/ tTTTT 10 fa W? (237) fa (4) 

3TO 5FTF STffam FT JlfatT Fcfa 5^ fa-iFT TTOFR 
TO35TO ffaThF 19-4-1991 faf IFTfal TTffafW fa®TT 
88 72 (FT.fa. 197/36/91-TTFm:ffa.-l) fa 
fafatOT qrefat % : 

(i) FT-f-Tdtfcft TTfar %m FT ^TfaRTvT THFTT 
TTOfa TTFT FT ?FfaRT7 FTfa fa ffafa OTFT 
faFTT 'jfaFTT TFT TTT-TT'Tr TT fa 

ffarr Tf^f Ftfar, ffarfa fm, Ftrfat wttt 

fat 7? 
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(ii) rofaEtjffrfa eft ro sfaETE tee % 
fro? eeto eeee 'faron eet irfpipwr 
ee gfwr % f<ro faro ffa% ffa -jrofa 
ETOTEf ro fa q-^; i 
[tf«ET 8 97 3 /ro.E. 1 97/3 6/91-ETETT fa- l] 
EE <fa Efaf, faijtg rotf fafarror 

CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 7th January, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2547.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Cenral Government hereby 
makes the following correction in its notification No. 8872 
(F. No. 197/36/91-H A.l.) dated 19-4-1991 : 

For : (i) The assessee will not apply its income or 
accumulate It for application, wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established; 

Read : (i) The assessee will apply its income or accu¬ 
mulate it for application, wholly and exclusively to 
the objects for which it is established; 

[No. 8973/F. No. 197/36/91-1T.A.I.] 
S. K. CHATTERJBE, Officer on. Special Duty 

Ef ffafa, 7 EEfal, 1992 

W1EETO 

ET. fa. 2548—row* fafaEEE, 1961 ( 1961 

ro 43) fa error 10 % (23-e) % TO5 (4) 

jror RTrr farofa ro eeEt rofa je reek 
E sp^jror “yrofaE fa«r wr, wf fa rofaEfaror 

fa 1990-91 1992-93 EET % ffaj ffaEfafEE 

faf % Effafa gE faTO Efafa % TTfaT'lfa faro 
fafa rofat %, rofaf :— 

(1) roc-ftfaffaft wfa Vie ro fafanE smr 
wfa ^rror ro wimm rofa % faE wro 
EEd6 y/ilddT EET 'Wd-EdET TT Efafa % 

faE faro ffar% farE wfa WTEEr fa fa 
I; ' 

( 2 ) 'fTO-fayfffar 37 to farorffar ^rr-faerr^ 

fat % faro fafaf faf fa ffaft fa yyfa 
% faTTO ETOT 11 fa EWRT ( 5 ) E fafafae 
ffafr trtp eeet far R fafar fa eeet 
dfafa E fror fatfa e wfa fafa (faro- 
ETrfaTro, rofffa Eifa % w ir roro eet 
tetor e faroro e fEw) ro 

ffatlT faf faTO EEET EE EET Efa 

ETOET e%et ; 

( 3 ) fa fafafEET fafa faft ETE % EW E 

epj; Efr ^rfa, fa far rorfaTO E tee 

ETE EET Effamr % EE E EE ET 
far $ET TTOfaro EEE TT-fafafafa % fawt 


fa rofro % ffa rofaw eet fa m ffa 
trief: % eee e ere e faET-fa-ETpt 
Efa far Eifa fa 1 

[E. sy 7 5 /tt.e. 197 / Ub/oi-snwfan-i] 

EE . T . =rfaf, ffafa roE EfETRT 

New Delhi, tile 7th January, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2548.—la exercise or the powers conferred by sub. 
clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of lire Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government herebi 
notifies “Bharatiya Vidya Bhavun, Bombay'' tor the purpose 
of the said sub-clause for the assessment yenrs 1990-91 to 
1992 93 subject to tire f filowing cond’tions, namely:— 

ii) 1 he assessee nil! apnly its income, or accumulate it 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects lor which it is established; 

(n) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other (han voluntary contributions received rind 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above olherwise 
than in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of section II; 

(tii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

[No. 8975/F, No, 197/146/91 -IT.A.l.j 
b. K. CHATTER1EH, Officer on Special Dut) 

fa fcfa, 7 EE4TT, 1992 

EPTOTO 

ro.ro.2549.—rororo fafaEror, 1931 (i 96 i 
ro 43) fa trror 10 % (23-E) % ttw (4) jit 

ete Tifrofa ro Efair ^fa ^E faifro eetto ETfaro 
5 EfaE fax fEffifE faEffiror, farfar" fa ffiE-fEETW 
fa 1991-92 E 1993-94 TT % ffa fEroffafE FTEf 
% Ecfaro fat |E far rortfa % farEEni}' fajfafar 
rofa rofar :— 

(1) roc-ffafafa TEfa ror et ^faEro E«ror 
TEfa eie ro rofarr-T Tfa % fror 

ETOTT gfaETO ETO EETOETT EE ?fafa % 

ffa faET, ffafa fEE wfa *ETW fa ET 

t- 

( 2 ) EfaEfaffar ote farorfeE rofafaw 

fat E EEE faEEf ETO fa frofl 'fa EEfa E 
EfaTE ET7T 1 1 fa ETEP7 (5) E ffafafap 
fffifa y-WT E^ ^ EfEET SE EEET 

Efafa E froE EEffa E WETt fEfa (far^- 

EETfauE, rofaro rofr fai i eee eei 
T.E 7ETE JrfaffaEl EEETE E I dE) ET f!lE»l 
Efa faro EEE1 TE EEf EE TWf Effiff; 





«TR»W\WTer: WJ5IT 1IJ, 1 9 9 z/*TTfaR 18, 1914 


> 1 


[irnr ir-E* 3(ii)] 

iii) e 5 EfE^EEr fEfa fafa *tpt fa fafasr fa eft 

Efa fafa fa fE fRWT fa ERE HTE EET 
E'ffatTE fa fa fa EE EE ffa tfar 

etttett e^e Er fa tiff far % E^fafar fat ETfaE 
fa faff srmfEE e^t fat fprr fafa etcier 
% fafaar it ttee fa Eft -fat 

-jffar fa i 

[fa. S976/ET.fa. 197/l57/91-3TETETfEol] 

re . fa. E?fa, ffajfa et 4 *rPaEnfT 

New Delhi, the 7jh Januaiy, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2549.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
cluuse (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of Ihe Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies "Mysore Resettlement and Development Agency 
(MYRADA), Bangalore” for the purpose of the said sub¬ 
clause for the assessment years 1991-92 to 1993-94 subject 
to the following conditions, namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate it 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessce wnl not invest or deposit its funds 

(other rhnn voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in th e form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
than in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of section 11; 

(iii) this notification wall not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts arc maintained in respect of such business. 

[No. 8976/F. No. 197/157/91-IT.A,I.] 
S. K. CHATTERJEE, Officer on Special Duty 

fft.fafaf, 2 7 EEEft, 1992 
(EfTET) 

et.et. 2550 .—street; irfSrfarfa i 96 i (19 g 1 
ipr 43) fat ottt 10 % W (23-E) fa SEifaE (4) 
ettt steh ■ trrfarfff ee wfa ffirfa fir %Effar ttter 
"faf^r farTtEEE fa^R 'fa fafat” fat et 
fESfaff Efa 1991-92 4 1993-94 EE % ffarr ffaPE- 
ffaftiE wf fa EtrratE ^ ewe % jrrfafffa 

Wptlfaffar Erfl %, :— 

( 1 ) Et-fESfaftfat Rrfat ?tet et ^tiw imi 
Rifat 5TRT =Ef ETEEnT ETE % ffarr 
faEEE 'JEEffT cT«n EEEEET EE E^REt fa 
ffaq E^TT, fEEfa ffafa RTfat TETEET fat Ef£; 

( 2 ) ET-Prarfrfat eet 'fafarfacf et tfaf 

fa eet Efaf fat ffafat fat ?TEffa fa 

REE URT 11 fat ETfTTTr ( 5 ) 4 ffaPEffatE 
ffafat fap ?TEET re % srffaE rt 5TEET 
Eftfat fa fair Efatfat fa 1 wfar ffaffa (fan;, 

eetPhte, fafafaR srrffa % wr fa shei eet 
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fcarr - 

w-wte 4 rfaffasE ewe fa ffarr Er 
fafasr tffa erit EEtr Efa EEr Eft ere 

E%ET; 

(3) EE EffcRJEEr fa4f fafat ETE E fafatT 

?rfa ^far, ^rr fa ttw 4itf=t irm 
srfwff % 4 fa f te fa faff 

Erfagn "m ffiE-farafffafr % et aif-d 
fa fan; tnfafEdT d'fa fa fair ^ffatstn; fa 
TfatT fa ?Fm fa fafJT-fafad'^TTtr' dfar Vfa 
fa 1 

[fa. seSV/W.fa. 197/l2/92-?rERf;yffa 0 l] 

ITTcf TfTjfj rfiTT TfN? 

New Delhi, the 27th January, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 25JU.—In exercise cf the powers conferred by sub¬ 
clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies “India International Centre, New Delhi” for the pur¬ 
pose of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1991-92 
to 1993-94 subject to the following conditions, namely: — 

(>) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate it 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit i's funds 

(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery furniture etc.) 
tor any period dining the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
than in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being piofits and gains of business unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessce and separate books ol 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

[No. 8987/F. No. 197/12/92-TT.A.I,] 
SARAT CHANDRA, Under Secy, 
fa fcvfat, 5 ffiTsrfa, 1992 
(arETET) 

'EI.STT. 2551—STREET fafafam, 1961 (1961 
ET 43) faf HTTT 10 fa TSntr ( 23 -ff) fa ( 4 ) 

3TTT SETW Efarfaf ET Erfafar ETfa far facjtTp ^ 77^7 

farETTm “faffaH ffarfa ET^tt 7 Er, irm" far et farifair 

fa 1 99 0-91 fa 1992 93 EE fa ffafa faFEpfarE faf 
fa TTtfafa Tfffa far -J 1415 '? % faTEE'E faspjfEE 
Efaf t, WfaffT :— 

( 1) ET fEfaffTfat ^ttfai 5TRT ET ^EfaTET STEET 
^Efaf ERE ET ffafTTE ETE fa ffafa EEEr 
faWT faEEET EET TTEtEEET EE fa 

ffa EfaET, fEE% ffarr CTfaf WEETET fat fat; 

(2) ET ffalffTEt 37TT fafaftSE ET fEETT'E faf 
fa eee faffar faf at fEfar fa Efar fa 
3frrE STTTT 11 fat EEETTT ( 5 ) fa ffafaffacT 
fEfa RE EEET rnp ^ ^E EEET ETTET 
fa tflfE dftfaf (t TEfar [-TPJ (faET-EErffavtif. 
fafafET ETffa fa EE fa EEE EET Tg-.^iifjsf 
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if FffsBT ffffTriT if fflW) Er fffT7T ffgT 
e~Wt snwr Tff wr ffjff ectt ffTffr; 

( 3 ) 5R fffepywr iwr pffr tot e tost ff hr 
t ,fr gWr, to fE ffMi if srw tot 

TOT fffWiff % W *1 ^'T TO riff fE TOT 
’tTOIR ffW ET ffftnfrffT % ffXTOTt spr Tf ; ff 
% IHff qrfffffff ff^r fr tto >fff wtror % 
to it ir toft ir toto <jfWETri toT v£\ tott 
ii I 

[ff. 8988/ET.ff. 197/37/91-TOTEcfa-l] 

?tw tot, tot toet 

New Delhi, ihe 5th February, 1992 
(.IN COME-TAX) 

S.O. 2531.—la exercise o( the powers conferred by sub- 
clause (iv) of clause (23C| of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “Medical Research Foundation, Madras" for the 
purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1990- 
11 to 1992-93 subject to the followng conditions namely:— 

(j) the tmsessec will apply its income, or accumulate it 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assesssee will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in Ihc form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
than in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5| of section 11; 

this notification will not apply in relation to any 
v income being profits and gains of business unless 
the business is incidental'^ the attainment of the 
%jectives of the assessee and separate books of 
. Xints are maintained in respect of such business. 

[No. 8988/F. No. 191 /37/91-1T.A.I.1 
„ 5ARAT CHANDRA, Under Secy. 

, '*WT, 12 WEfff, 1992 

(wr) 


W.WT. 2552. ; STfilftW, 1961 ( 1961 

*frr 43 ) *£1 srm 10 ^ ^ (23-t) % ( 4 ) 

3ttt tow vrfwff et tot,^ 
d.ddiirr frorfE 19 TOror, 1 c 191 ^ # • 

8943 (TUff. 197/23/91-^ 1 ) *fT^rPrftld 

wefr % 1 

’-ft twitot; tetto 

% fvTE 

^TTO TOfqvft Mf tU'TOTOff 

Mcir>, etow tot * ^ 1 

[ff»W 8994ET.ff. 197/23/i tl-WrUW fff-I] 

UPtp STR fffTO 


CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 12th February, 19y'2T 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2552.—In exercise of the powers confene tl by sub 
ciau.e (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of Ihc > Income- 
tax Act, 1961 <43 of 19611, the Central Govcnnme»\t hereby 


makes the following correction in its notification fo. 8943 
(F. No. 197/23/91-IT.A.I.) dated 19-11-1991. 

For : Sri Tavalabalu Jagadguru Brihanmalh, Krigere, 
Karantaka. 

Read : Srimadujjayini Saddhr.rma Simhasana Sri lirala- 
balu Jagadguru Brihanmalh, Sirigere, Karnataki. 

[No. 8994/F. No. 197/23/91 -IT.a.I.) 

SHARAT CHANDRA, Under Socy, 

TO, fa?fff, 12 WTOT, 199 2 
TOTET 

ET.ffT, 2553:—TORW stffcrf'EET, 1961 ( 1961 
ET 43) ^ SKT 10 % 3fJ (23-9) % TF3T (iv) 

tht tot urfErof tott Erf toett 

riTOSKT "TOTO? HTiTE ririffTOTO TOfi ffTTO TfTET, 
TOffh:'’ Tt EGffffffW TO 1992-93 ff 1994-95 
fi9r % fffff frorfafacT 5ial e sirarTFi cw ftr 
■JET? 9 T Tir^fff '9 Ffffr -EHltrl:— 

(i) 97C-fiTErfflffl WET 95r 5FT91 

WET TTfff ET WTRET TUt % fvTir WET 
TW-TT WT ffTWdT W % 

FTF tFTxrr, fif-Tlt f-Tff WET TdTTfiT ET 

(ii) EX-fwifl-cfT 37TT TicriPsFT ! KT-fTUTW 

Wf <T TO WTfff TTf 9?1 fElft vfr TTEfj 

r. ^hem- am 11 9 ^ wcjw ( 5 ) 

ii MfflTA fET TF 1RWT trap ff STftTE 
m wvu twit it f*T5T 
WfT ffffiff (w 'FfHrc Trrfr 

T FT if W=T cPTT Tur-WrTE ii 
4TOi ?T fffxr) et fTTyr Tfr eott hw 
W TOT T^r WET TTOT I 

(iii) E5 ^rftWTdT fETfr UTE E TO it 
TOT ffft ftnT, W fE EKiER IT ITW HPT 
WT 5Tf r *TTOT E W if fT W TE fE b-TT 
Truro; TET ET-fff-7if<Tfr % ET 

Jnfffl E fW HRfiffE ff|T fft TOT riff WT- 
arr E ffW ff wm ff HTOTiTTEiri; ff#t 
wr Eicfr i 

[ff. 8997 ET.ff. 197/l89/91-TnffWfT.-l] 
WTT TJ, TTEC fffffff 


New Delhi, the 12th February, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2553.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
clause (iv) of clause (230 of Section 10 of tbe Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961). the Central Government hereby 
notifies “Wild Life Association of South India, Bangalore" 
for the purpose of the said clause for the assessment years 
1992-93 to 1994-95 subject to the following conditions, 
namely:— 

( 1 ) the assessee v.fil apply its income, or accumulate it 
lor application, wholly nnd exclusively to the 
objecls for which it is established; 
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(ii) the assesses will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
ior any period during the previous years relevant 
io the assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
than in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in subjection (5) of section 11; 

((ii.) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business unless 
the business Is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

[No. 8997/F. No. 197/189/91-1T.A.I.1 
SHARAT CHANDRA, Under Secy. 

Ty 12 977TV, 10 92 

TOTr 

TT. Sir. 2 55 4 :—'51T744 ¥Tf3f777, ] 961 

(1961 41 43) ^fURT io 9* ( 23-7 ) 

% 7477 (IV) 3T7T 3TCTT WfaTOf 4T 77~T7 44V 

fTT %7fV7 7T4R 7777171 fW4 5T3V77 

4T3fT7, 41 TT-rTtifm 4f 1990-91 777 

1991-32 74 4 fvOT friRf-rfe-T Wcff 4 

w r. 7717717 ¥rfi4jf% i 47-it 
t, mrirT:— 

(i) 4T-f7srf4fr 5 tti srtc 41 sfttpt tw 
tttt xm 5(71 5-77 rar ttt 4 ^?repr 
3747 '17777 ttt 77F77rt 77 sfuqV 

% finr 4V7T, f77% fmr ?74V 74pT7T 

n t; 

(i>) 44fT7ff3rV mn 44-f7tffr;7 

3 777 <17777 T r l7 41 '<ff mrfij 

*5 lkT7 S74T 11 47 377177 (5) if 

%{ff tTT7 744 tT4 3 5rf34 57 

¥f44T 3 ftp* TfNir 3 ?74‘r ftfa 

( %*-3rsrif?7T?r, 47 N 4 xxrk v 47 it 

777 ttt t^r-wpt if afurspi 3 

fmt) 47 Tff 4 V 7 T ?mr i377T 

Tiff 4R1T 7747 I 

(iii) 77 ¥rf3$771 feft l^fV ¥fT7 4 777 if 

777 7rff fftTf, 7tf% Trntorc 7 trt 777 

T7T 7f77T7 4 77 if ift 77 77 f% 77r 
4RT7R ITT TR-fTTffTff 4 T^WT 77 
71% 7 f77 Tr3f74 T^f ft 771 73 

TTCtTH % 777 7 777 7 77T-7fep77r 
Tiff 74ft TRff 371 

[7. 8996/37.7.297/138/91—7174?;f7,-l] 

747 mi, 747 7f77 
New Delhi, the 12th February, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2554.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 


notifies “Indian Silk. Fxport Pi oinolion Council, Bombay” for 
the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 
1990-91 to 1991-92 subject to the follow-ns; conditions, 
namely:— 

(It the assecsee will apply its income, or accumulate it 
for application, wholly and exclusively to I he 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assc-see will not invest or deposit hs funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in die form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the- previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
than m any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of section 11; 

tiii) this notification will not apply in relation io any 
income being profits and gains of business unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts arc maintained in respect of such business, 

[No. 8996/1’. No. 197/138/91 -IT.A,J.l 
SHARAT CHANDRA, Under Secy. 

3$ fl~7T, 12 4443, 1992 

7(74T 

77 . ?TT. 2 55 5 :—¥774T 7f7u777, 1961 

(1961 77 43) 4V E 77 10 % n pr? (*23-7) 

4 (iv) 577 977 7f773f 77 74T7 44V |7 

4>TT7 7C4I4 T/TIUTT “77T 4T4 ■‘717 77? 

I?7T7t 47” 47 4T-f77ff47 77 1991-92 7 1993- 

9 4 74 V fall fmrfTfcr 7'7f 4 72 - 7.777 T^7 

ftr 777 7'73i7 % 77t77P7 7fl3[f77 77^ % 7717 

(i) 7r-f7atf^"7T 37*7 777 47 RT3T7 7WT 

1747 777 4r 773777 77r% 4 f-Ttr v Wr 

7777 yfcrer 73 r 77 

4 f77 4^1 r, f'47T fT7 5743' 771771 

4t 7f 

(ii) 4C-f77ff3-fr T/iR-cfeTm 4^-(7ffR7 

7'ff 7 777 ^777f 77 f 4T f-T# 7r 77fff 

% 5777 7P7 11 TT 777m ( 5 ) 7 

fqfTf-Trr f4*rr ft 77-tt 74 7 5 ^ 

7771 TTtTif 7 f'37 7ft'4T 7 1773 

( 777-7 7 imr, 7if5 4 m 7 

71^ 737 TJJ-TJIT 7 -?7f%54 77717 ty 
f-dir ) 47 f777 7^1 T^TT ¥777177 777 

Tpff 4477 77 ::; 

(iii) 77 7f7777( f47T ^73 777 4 777 7 

77^ Tiff SI TV, TtPri 477714 7 7P7T 7T7 
77T ¥74777 4 47 3 f'\ 77 74 f4 

37T 4!TT7T t 477 4T-f77f T 7fV 4 4^tjf 
37 TTfTT % frTTT 7T7f74 TgV ft rfqr 
T7 4rfl7R % 377 3 7-77 7 777-^7- 
417 T^V • ‘41 TTrfV 7t I 

[3. 8995/4T.7, 197/26/91—¥H74rfrr,. 1 ] 
747 7^1, ¥777 Rfep 



;934 THE GAZETTE. OF INDIA: OCTOBER 10, 1992/AS VINA IS, 1914 [Part II— Sec. 3(iiJ] 


T'V’v Delhi, the 12th February, 19S2 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2555.—In txmk of the powers conferred by sub- 
el-iuse (iv ) of clause (250 of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “Centre lor Science and Environment, New Delhi" 
for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment 
years 1991-92 to 1993-94 subject to tile following conditions- 
namely :— 

ii> the assesses will apply its income, or accumulate it 
tor application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established ; 

(id the ns'-ossce will not invest or deposit it* funds 
(other than voluntary coniributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the pi eviotis years telcvant tr 
the assessment years mentioned above otherwise than 
in any one or more of the forms or modes speci 
fied in sub-section (5) of .section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to nny 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessec and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business, 

I No. 8995 /F. No. 197/26/91-fT.A.T.J 

SHARAT CHANDRA, Under Secy 

ET fr-Ef l 2 45TETV, 1092 
EFTFE 

Ef. EG 2556 :—EFFFT EfErfEEE, 1961 

(i96i ee 43)4frsrmio % (23 -e) E 

Erohr (iv) jttt fee Efawf Er fe>t eftt §rr 
ffjIe fttk tTfr^rm "EFEFrE jet, FEETiEr?’’ 
Tt 4F>fEEfTE eftf 1991-92 E 1993-94 F47 % 

# f'm. fdMfdPirT e-t? % feteVe t~e e-tt 
% FEtoErE EfsnjftE Emit eetf:— 

(i) wr4Tt tut ft stEete eefi- 

pERfl ETE 47f STEER TNT % Fft VETT 
E4EE T'TTirr EFT FETEF-Fr EF e|fTT 
47 fVftT ftTft, fjFTh f'FF EET?t "TTTTT 

4tt e£ t; 

(ii) 4E-fFETfVTt EFT-EfRfEF TT-lEjfTE 
EFT E EEF ^Erff FE) TTfffiETm EFfj 

4i etttf eft U4fr^trnr (5)tfEfE- 
fFffr gt feet 1/47 e ^rfar EEEr 

FTTFF E fEH F4T47T E VeTt ftfE ( tFFT- 
EErfETTF, 4TfiET 4nfT % EF *T FFE 
fet te-wte e Ejtttf EfEF) 

471 fFEE Fiff FEEC EEET EE EEf Eft 
4TT4T EEEG 

(lii) 74? EfafjEEr fqT)ft GET ETE % EFE E 
EFT EOT fWt, FTpE FETtER FTR ETE 
FET EfEElE % TE Eft EE EE f'47 lEl 
EITtETT E4F EE-fEE?fT#t T Ei(ETT 4?! 
snfT % fEF ETEfEE F#f ft FET 


EIRtETT V ’TEE if FEE E E74T-FfRTTF 
Ejff FEt ERft Sfl 

[tf. 899 3/451. E 197/‘d/9 1-ETETT fd'.-l] 
3RT EGf, TFR EfEE 

New Delhi, the 12th February, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2556.—In exercise ot the powers conferred by sub- 
clause (iv) of clause (230 of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act. 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the ‘‘Navjivan Trust, Ahmedabad” for the purpose ol 
the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1991-92 to 19S3- 
94 subject lo the following conditions, namely 

(i) the ussessee will apply its income, or accumulate it 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the object? 
for which it is established ; 

(ii) the assesses will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maimnined in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant to 
the assessment years mentioned ahove otherwise than 
in any one or more of the forms or modes 3 p«ct- 
lied in. sub-section (5) of section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessec and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

[No. 8993/F. No. 197/9/91-IT.A.I.J 

SHARAT CHANDRA, Under Secy. 

Ef fE^Er, J 4 47TEE, 1 992 

EFFTTT 

4E FT. 2557 EFTFT EMdEE, 1961 

(l96l 47T 43 ) ET'rtmr 10 % EfE (23-E) Ei 
TTm (iv) 4ITT FEE EfEEEf 4E FeIE 474JT 

%7EFT ETTET TTEEPE " 477ETEET ETJE El eBTFIeV ET45 

furr'’ 47t 477;-fEgr ! R;E Eff 1999-90 e 1991-92 

447 % fEF fEiEfEf^TE EE'f % EFTE1E TEE EF 
EFT EF3T % FEtEEFT TTET f, :— 

(i) 47T-fEFffT7fr TE47> EFT FT ffETETE FEET 

TEETf FTF 47T % EtETE fiTVE 4: fEF TEPTF 
eefe t^tft EET FE^FFTT EE EfTEt 

% fEF 47‘tET fEET fEF, EE47T 5ET4ET ET 

El 

(ii) TT-fE-jrfTEl' EFT - '3f5TfFF TT-ffiETTE 

FF’f E E7TE lEFrff 4 T (T 4(>fEEr E*T EEfll 
% EtTTE ETTT 1 1 FT EFTTE ( 5 ) E Me- 
fFE fTTE'r EE WEFT EE E FIFE 3E EE4T 
ETIEt E fEF FT 1 FT E 7EET ffifE ( EET- 
EETffTJF, F,EfFT, Fife % EE E FPE FET 
TE-EFTE E TffE547 EEETF E fdF ) 4F 
frFE E?E F>ET EEFT EE WE^T FTET 
E%ET— 

(jii) Ef EftrfEET )Wr tf ift ETE % FEE E 
ETE Eft fFtf, El f47 wflWTT E FFE 



[7i f Hr—iff_3(im ■ »TR«'Wwsir: 

wm ?r«rr sfrfrnr %*«r n ft mm ftr 
ttarr - ^rfriri ^rr-^c-f-TsrTmr % gfsff 
*f srrf^cf --f.fmr smifw nfffT ?rwr $*r 
sfi'rftwrc % *fenr *r ?r*nr % 

Tff Wi '-fT?T’f ?T I 

[%.- 9000-/TT. %, 1.97/ SB/88 —THTTF f7.-l] 

5RT '1*Z. H.TTT FlfvT 

New Delhi, the 14th February, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2557.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
cfeuse (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1951), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the ‘“Consumer Guidance Society of India” for tn« 
purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1 989- 
90 to 1991-92 subject to the following conditions, namely - 

(i) the assessee. will apply its income, or accumulate it 
tor application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established ; 

(it) the assesses .will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form c-f jewellery, furniture etc.) 
lor any period during the previous rears relevant to 
the assessment years mentioned above otherwise than 
jn any one or more of the forms or modes speci¬ 
fied in sub-section (5) of section 11 ; 

(Hi) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the bus-ness is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business 

[No. 9000/F. No. 197/58'88-rr.A.I.'! 

SHARAT CHANDRA, Under Secy. 

<jf 26 71777), 1992 

(wiwf) 

TT. '3T. 2558 :-HTm TfErf77*r, 1961 
(1961 TT 43) 10% ^ ( 23-7) % 

( 4 ) 7RT 77FT TfTTTT 77 77>7 77% |tr 
77777 777717T “ T^RIvT 7^77 f7777 7>7”' 
%t 1 989-90 % 1 991-92 77 % 77? % 

frrtx f%tTfvrf%fr Weft % 737777 xg7 gtj tw 
% srfnrnt^ ddjfTT | *r*rfa:— 

(l) fFPP) 7T7 ,TT 7TT7FT 7747 

WT) TT7 7D 7*7777 FT) % f?T^ |WT 

Ffcrtrr 'pTcTTr ?r«rr* . mn.m tt -jf ?%) 

% 777 F>7T fa 7% FfT 57%) F77T7T %% 

. rrf - • - - 

{ 2 ) 377-7?%Tp5TT TR-fadTT Wf 

• % H‘*rer # %f fi .%-1 hi snrf% % 

• 7)77 7RT 1 1 %r 773T7 ( S) 7 TffTDlR 

f^r-iT^-W«r^T % srfq - -?- iff 7777 

• ■ FTfTT %fa*T FITiTf FT 7777 f7T% ( #77- 
TTrf^TFT, TERR %fffe % 77 ■ % 7RT 77T 
Rf r WTf .ft #W7.%fw) TT 

. nit TRiT ST77T W 7ff tw 

F?%#T; 

2413 GI 9*—2 


9, 1992/mfW 18, 1914 . 

( 3 ) mi tht : £77T • fwfr% -tm- % tfafff t 
hit tIi ftnr 3fif% Tier tit % ar^r ^nr«r 
6*97 TTi .% ¥7 if §) FIT f% $FfT 
777)517 777-77 fadfTTr % 3fw? 
sTTf^r -srref?r-* 7ff|f cr*rr Tixt- 

377 % 7T7 4 ?T .77 % 7 71-#77717 7^1 XT) 
ofTcrr #r i - . 

[%. 9005 /TT. FT. 197 / 7 . 3 /99—311777 fT .-1 ] 

. 5TTFT 77T Frf%T 

. New Delhi, the 26th February, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

SO. 2558.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
cfcu-e (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act- 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies “Gujarat Pollution Control Boaid” for the purpose 
of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1989-90 Ui 
1991-92 subject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate it 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the object® 
for which it is established ; 

Hi) the &s::esse e will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years televant to 
the assessment years mentioned above otherwise than 
in any one or more of the forms or modes speci¬ 
fied in sub-section (5) of section 11; 

(hi) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unles# 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books o f 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business, 

(No. S005/F. No. 197/76/89-1T.A.I.1 
SHARAT CHANDRA, Under Seor 

feff, 17BT#, 1992 
(sTFFfR) 

sfir.STT. 2559^rnT^C srfcriWr, 1961 (1961 
37T 43) %T tTPCT 10 % (23-7) % OTip5 

( 4 ) iTTr ^Ttr?rf%TTr 77 srTfT 77 <:t gz %fs%t ftwr 
'RC fTCr "ft%r RTTdT %%tr?rqr %T m- 

ffrartrir 1991 - 92 , 1992-93 FTTf 1993-94 

% fFFT fFTTf?fFJ7 Wtff % ?m ?7ST£frT ^ 

. . % 77)737% . 7l%$f%\T TFT) TTfT ?•— 

( 1) TF-i%TffFfr RTTf STT-T TT RTRTFT ?M 
TFTTf FTiT TT TF%fTfFT TF% % ^FTTT 
7777. «[3T77f 77). ST7?777T. ^7 • BfTff 

% fvf(T T%7T, f3T7% WT) 777-777 T) 

’ (2) TF-lTTlfFT) 7TF TfrT'FTcF TT-ferfFTT 
7Tl % FT77 ^77TT 7 ff %) %%) FTTTt 
. %. 7TFf7 cTTCT. 11 %7 - 77.7171 ( 5 ) t 

- . f7r717R. f%71 tTEfT T77f FT % ?TF7T 57 

TT77T 7ff%). ^ f7TT(- 1%% (#7F-3r7rffFIcT, 

- t fl#7F. ^7)7 '% 77 7 .71-7) 77T W-W? 
.if. . TOTFT. %. .te*«r) m 
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fftftsr *p^rr sttot uft tot 
wr yftfiT; 

(3) y? wfftgroT fftftt tot % totot ft to£ 
fiiff 5W1* 3ft ft? *PR>rrr ft JTTO TOfi TOT 
wfwm % to ftfiTO to fft? ftgr 
tot TO-fftftrftTi ft g^wf ft! arfer % ftrcc 
srrftfw ?r?t |t tot tfifttan ft totoi 
ft «m ft ftsn-sfcroift fi$r m; TOft 5 ft 1 

[ft. 9010/911.ft. i97/i5/92-TOm-fft.-i)] 

7TOT TOT, tfTO TifTO 

New Delhi, the 17th March, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2559.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies "Homi Bhaba Fellowships Council, Bombay” for the 
purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1991- 
92, 1992-93 and 1993-94 subject to the following conditions, 
namely :— 

(i) the assessee will aonly its income, or accumulate it 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the object* 
for which it is established ; 

(il) the assessee will not invest or deposit ita fund* 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant to 
the assessment years mentioned above otherwise that* 
in my one or more of the forms or modes speci¬ 
fied in sub-section (5) of section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
Income being profits and gains of business, unles* 
the busmess is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

[No. 9010/F. No. 197/15/92-IT.A.I.) 
SHARAT CHANDRA. Under Secy. 

fif fwr, 26 RTfi, 1992 

(wnm) 

ot.to 2560 : —totto ?rfarffttrrr, i 96 i (1961 
qrr 43) 4ft trim 10 ft wx (23-fi) % tostt (4) 
arm 7W urfftrftr nr tnfrn - ft ft^ftr tttoh: 

OTTfSTtr "fTOf'fi ^r? z*Z, nf fteftf ft” ft? 

qft 1989-90 ft 1991-92 TO % ftfir fftcyfftfecl 

ttrftf % tot#? Txft fft tot TOftr % srftftprrft 
STfy^rft-T Hmft :— 

(l) Wftr TOT VT ^fttrrvf TOTO 

5 Tnr * 6 T *t'i vf 4 ><ift % ftfit 1 £TO? 

TOtnr ’jftw fifiT TOTTO? To rj^tnff % 

fro; ^n, froft fro; ^nft ftt jt# 

fc; 

(2) TOT-yftvfftd’fi ^-ftrytro <rrf 

ft ftro groftf TOt ftf fftftt ftt wyfy % 
ftlTOT mzj 11 ftt TO-’eTTTT (5) ft ftrfft- 
fftsj fftftt to? tmt tot ft wfroftiT *mr 
rftift ft fft*r Trftftf ft wftt fftfft (ftro 


TOT%3TO, yrft % TO ft TOcT TOT 

ft s-Jfaro ftTOH ft fro?) w 
fft^r fiff firtfir yyyr yft tot TO?rr 
TrftrTT; 

( 3 ) rr? ftftr^TOr fftrtfr ftftt tot % ftfter ft 
?rFj; fitft ^tftr, fttfft ^m^n: ft mro tot 
tot yfftror % to ft ift to to fft ftrrr 

WTtaTC TOT TO-fftytfVfi % ftt 

3TT% -ft fTO STftiTOfiff tfr RMT ftft TOft- 
^ ftyy ft' st^Tfi ft ' ; t^f 

3mft 1 

[ft. 9017/ftf.ft, 197/l76/89-3rTTOT fft.-l] 

ttto nfro 

New Delhi, the 26th March, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2560.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act. 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “Children’s Book Trust. New Delhi" for the pur¬ 
pose of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1989-90 
to 1991-92 subject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate if 

for application, wholly and excluslveiv to the object* 
for which it i> established ; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit ita fundi 

(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant to 
the assessment years mentioned above otherwise than 
in any one ’ or more of the forms or modes tpcei- 
ned in sub-section (5) of section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts ore maintained in respect of such business. 

[No. 9017/F. No. 197/176/89-IT.A.L1 
SHARAT CHANDRA, Under Secv. 

'T’S fVeftf, 2 1992 

(yrroi:) 

<fir.3TT. 2 561:—WTTOT *rfftfftTO, 1961 (1961 
«frr 43 ) tftr BTTT 10 % ^ (23-fi)% TOfty ( 4 ) 
sm 5 t?tt vrirofti ^?r sftftr n?ftt tttott: 

"Tgn ftfiTTOfif 1992-93 

1993-94 TOT 1994-95 % 9?T-fftytTO TOf % fftir 
ffiTrffvffTO TO? % ?T5Tifftr Jtr t3TO TO<j^ 
yftWfifft afTtrqfftfi TOftt | wrt :— 

( 1 ) TO-fftyffftfr wftr TOT TT TftTfiTT TOTT 
yry ^?r tott % (fttr 

ft^TO ’jftcfTf TOT STfiTOTfiT 'Jfi 17^7ftt ft 
fyer ip^rr fftcr ttokt ft) 

( 2 ) TO-ffttirfrftf tot TfmTOvT TT-fftyirfi wf 
ft ftTO 'jftyftf to! ftt fftftT ftr 3iyfy ft 
ftTro srm 11 ft! TOra (s) ft frfk- 







w ww: 10, ie&s/srrfapf le, 1*14 


[until— m * a(ii)3 




fare fetft q^ 3TRRT % <rtOT? i’T rrrt 

?r<h?t tr fqre a^fafr ?r *RR?f fcfa (sfax- 


( 2 ) VF-faerfiXcfV qr-sf^rfcr Rtf 


if arr^TO , <fi?ffcrT Wf? % fa? if RT'R RRT 

?pR-WTR if 3TVT7FT % f*NR) E fiT 

off V.W *fRRT 3% W ^ 'P T ^T 

tt^tt; 

( 3 ) r? wfsrg^TTT f%sft f&rr «rw % fret if 
ftr R$f jVft, afrftr Rtn!tjm:% RTre rttr 
rrt 3rf*rfrw % rr *t jt rr rr; f*p $st 
vncWn ^Rr ^T-fertf^ft % Ri^fr 

m?rfRR; r$t jt rrt i*ir RnrtaTT 
% ftrr if shut % Swr-jfenprci wf 

RTcft $f I 

[tf. 9049/'TiT.sr. 197/73/92-3tTRRR fa.-l] 

wrr rrt, *m sfRR 

New Delhi, tho 2nd July* 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2361.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
clausc (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act. 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies “Yusuf Meherally Centre, Bombay" for the purpose 
of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1992-93, 1993- 
94, 1994-95 subject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) tho assessec will apply its Income^ or accumulate it 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it i» established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 

(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous year* relevant to 
the assessment years mentioned above otherwise than 
in any one or more of the forms or modes speci¬ 
fied in subsection (5) of section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply In relation to any 

income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is Incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

[No. 9049/F. No. 197/73/92-IT.A.I.J 
SHARAT CHANDRA, Under Secy. 

Rf fawff, 1 4 vpITf, 199 2 

(^mx) 

vt.sit. 2562 —‘3rnm irfsrf^m ie6i(i96i 
77 43 ) rft fTTO 10 % 2945 (23 -r) % Tqtg'S 
(4) 5TTT RRH SlfwRf RTT RRW RTLFt' gtr 
TUTK U/T'5D.T “snTRTT eCTLtfff RTO" 
R^-fRErftRT RR 1988-89 % 1990-91 RRT % 

(d’t-'ffafPsRT VRrf % RERtfiR Xf(R jTTT tjafjj Tjrpjy 

*Rfarcr<tf wfa^farfr wzft % rrtr ; — 

( 1) HT^fTOffTrft OTf 3(7-7 ffT RTR RRRT 

WTT RTR *RT R7R % fmr ipjppr 

RRRR g^teTTT RRT tlWOT RR $ 

fef? «fiun ffTR v&ft wtrt r# 

& ; 


if RRrf ^RRcff Rtff RT fa(f( Rt RRfa % 

sfiTpT srra 11 ?pt RRsrm ( 5 ) if fRfRfare 

feff tnp mn trap ir TR TOft 

RTPTT % f^FR RTJRTT § TT(RtT falftf 

stri^gr, r^tr?: ?rrf% % it arrre frai 

T'3'-7isrTT if R3KPT % f'R^) 77 

Rfr EfitTIT R47T ^ TJTRT 

^%?rr; 

( 3 ) f%(fr ttm rpt % % 

Rfr jinfT 5fr fr Rrr7tRn:ir sitrt ttr fptt 
rFr-TTR % wr if i(T TR (TO fTT ^rr ^TtRTT 
^ffr 7:tfRErtft:^t % srrfRr % f^rq 

HTRfw R|r fTRT «firfT7R T it 
rtr if w( Rff wi 7ra7 ft i 

[R. 9052 /fiT . R . 197/ll>/88-mtm fl.-l] 
tlRff 'RFfT, WT7 Uf*W 

New Delhi, the 14th July, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2562.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies "Jhargram Leprosy Project, Calcutta" for the purpose 
of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1988-89 to 
1990-91 subject to the following conditions, namely 

(i) the assessee will apply ils income, or accumulate ■’* 
for application, wholly and exclusively to tho object* 
for which it is established ; 

1 ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fundi 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the. form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant to 
the assessment years mentioned -bove otherwise than 
in any one or more of the forms or modes speci¬ 
fied in sub-section (5) of section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and ga-ns of business, unlew 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books nt 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

[No. 9052/F, No. 197/117/88-TT.A.I.l 
SHARAT CHANDRA, Under Sacv 

14 Tf7p£, 1992 
(rettc) 

TTr.STf. 2503 ! —7HWL 1961 (l961 

7R 43) 9T7T 10 % (23-fi) % 3WR ( 4 ) 

JlTLT SH3TT rlfurTf TT 377>T THxT JR RTTIT 

n/TT3KT "RlRTrFfi RfiRffT RRRTR, RTTl" qrt TIT- 
RW 1985-86 1987-88 rFfi % feTtr 

ftrfer wf srwgtvr Tfcr jt? mi tBrqtjR % 

THtft | t5TVRJ :— 

(l) 5fTf-Pratft?ft ^FT^t RTR 7TT fflMR !TW1 
TRRtt 3TTR »RT l^RTvI % f^Tf IfRTt 
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TThqu crofar^TT ewr ir-reum 'At v 

fcW tp^-TT, fATT rTT)' SH^rf WERT 40 

nf iff; 


( 2 ) 'dR-fTjfftit T.’T’i-Tr'-rm tF T -f>rcrfv-jr =nr 
IT TTH [fTT if ^Tf q5V flpfft Tffr ST-TkT O 

ETRT 1 1 >r HTfJTT (5) if fTtf'- 

fvz fol'T r»j;r vj’-TTi ^ ?r ^fsr-P sir if 
*mr tTft p Efp agtt t wet ftrftr 
(^nypTr^f'r, mfe m wr if 

PT'<r cRT if iGTSfT TT 

ffpp) pm K'3 >n -F^rr x\m\ wr 

pfr prrpr Trlrpr; 

( 3 ) Pg f+'fff biff Prp 4 : TRUST if 

srPj; Piff pTfr, ptPp prTpr ir tut hw 

ppt pfff TTP 4; P 7 if fir pp tttt fr trer 

P'RtllT PTI ^r-TPUrfcPt % RUbTT pfl 

snfcr eit fpcr srrtfpr^ p,{t ?wt pi? pfifr- 
pr % trut ir irm xr ^Fjr-jferFnj pff 
Tuft Picft ff 1 

[tf. 9053 /'TT.vf. 19 7/ls/90-31WfR ft.-l] 
bRcT mx pPtp 

Now Delhi, the 14th July, 1992 

(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2563.—In exovciso of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act. 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notilles “Institute of Public Assistance. Goa” for the purpose 
of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1985-86 to 
1987-88 subject to the following conditions, namely 

(i) the assesses will apply its income, or accumulate il 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established; 

( 11 ! the ascossee will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant to 
the assessment years mentioned above otherwise than 
m any one or more of the forms or modes speci¬ 
fied in subsection (5) of section 11 ; 

(lii) this notification will not apply in relation 'O any 
income being profits and’gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business 

[No. 9053/F. No. 197/18/90-IT.A.I.] 
SHARAT CHANDRA, Undor Secy, 

ftefft, 4 iPTfcT, 19 3 2 
(stphr) 

<pr.*rr. 25s4:~-mw?: srfafatnr, 1 s« 1 (laes 
vr 43 ) fcrm 10 % tsrr (23-11)' % srerr ( 4 ) 
tra vrfTTri snfVn jit trw 
"« fr *mnf *r?Rnr Rwr, 
f*nrfiur irf 109H92 % 1993*94 ?R? % Pfr 


fxf JT Wrff % Tg?r $X TAT WT SftfW- 

d'i'tf liftfufTd TRTr wTfrT :— 

( 1 ) ■TK-fdThMr XT ;rr -AW r r J TTTTr 

T'T'fit 'TUT -17. TAW.'T *jT=^r T firr Tftrtm 
HUTd ^JTddf d'4f *4AT-Tdr TT sfjlfi =e 
fV; 47>Tr, fad'd Ere rdTTdi 

Tt r %; 

(2) TGfTtrriCifl TlTTfiTT 4R-f-d:7R-7 T-ff 
h Tdd 'jax-jj qqf Tr fc^r vfr ^rTftr % 
TtHT tJTTT 1 1 qfj T-TtlTn (5) F fTPl- 
tt'rt fpiFfr 'jff striprr t tt'ttt tv 
mxi TOdif IT f*FT fTftTr % FTTjf 1%ftT 
(#srr-5Tfi(Hjrr, qnTf- r c ?rrfe t ^1 ir 

cTTT TtJ-THTd ir P^f'TS'T H ftpd) 

Tr f-Td'H Tgf ttht tr^TT tt swt ^ 

tttnti ; 

(3) IT? fqTHY fTf RT4 T Td'd if Hlh 

7gi gtifr, ift fr 'frrftTR ir nr^r ht*t am 

-tlfw*!' if. T gT XdTT ft f[TT TRl- 
TR! Rdd TT-fTtllfrdt % ‘d^WT apt JUficT 
% faT THffiMT drff jfl H'TT WfTTR 
h^et if srair ir ^srr jferifiTT ^f T«ft 
^STTcft I 

[if. 906 2/'T7| . TV. 197/62/9 l-STHm fr.-l] 
iRvT H-ir, spr pif^r 

New Delhi, the 4th August, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2564.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
clause (iv) of clauso (23C) of Section 10 of the income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies “Sliree Gadgc Maharaj Mission, Bombay” for the 
purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1991- 
92 to 1993-94 subject to the following conditlons, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate It 

for application, wholly and exclusively to the object* 
for which it Is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund* 

(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the lorm of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period duiing the previous years relevant to 
the assessment years mentioned above otherwise than 
in any one or more of the forms or modes speci¬ 
fied in sub-sectiort (5) of section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation tip any 

income being profits and gains.of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books ot 
accounts ore maintained in respect of such business. 

[No. 9062 /F. No. 197/61 /91-IT.A.I.] 
3HARAT CHANDRA, Under Secy. 

Tf fowfV 4 surer, 1992 ' 

^r.HT. 25da; —irrtnR 5TfWrtfJT, 1 a« 1 (i®«j 

43) Sim 10 % oray (23-T) % ( 4 ^ 

IRT 5RTPT infoTFff TT lUlVt ifuft |p TRVR 




--«rs 3 


*t wr«t; 1 «, i§9z/wfM is, mi 


%m 


1 9 STOW, 1902 
(sRTT^'j 


qpraaro “tfff.sft.tTs. Maf ^ ^rsrr, 

feeSfT" Wjf 1991-92 % 1992-93 

cpj? % f^rcr T^fsrfUrcr trff ^'^sTsfar t?cr ftr sw 
.urofr m snrtjf'TT^f ^ I qffifct rtti |, *wf<r:— 

( i ) ^-faarfftdT • f (m h-mt m - w*tr mm 

5 %qT cf-qr 3R-3W s?T ^|^ff % 
far f^rrr, FuTT f~r^ tttw wth-ti -tt »rt 
t; • :: ! 

( 2 ) ^<-fasrffTcfr Ri-ftmc-T ?r®ff 

?i ■ ot.t srcY- *Pt f^ft wt srTfsr % <?Kpt 
srrcr- 1'1 # #f-arm ( 5 ) JrWarfare fo# 
cpr xrmrr tr^r ?r «»r siw cT^tt Jr 

Ftr ?TCm it w# fafsr (^^rwrfcra - , 
’E#*rc snfe % w Jr stir rurr 

JTstf^ aTOTIH % fffR) Ti f?f#9T 5T|f 

^^rr mm 3 % smr ?rff mm E%rr; 

( 3 ) ^ srfsr^iHr'Freft 3?fr ^rrzr % r^fst Jr 
^rt fr|f ?>ft, iftf¥ sfiRt^rc J* stir <?tth 
ctstt arrcrnr Jr, % Jr §t arc rrar fa 

sfrrd^R ,^r 

*pV srrf?r % faq; strFhv ^ff ft em $Jr 
*m>«rn: % i&mv if xcm Jr Jr^rr-'jferwt 
^t Ttft 5TRft ft I 

[t. 9063/(<et.h. i97/i2o/9o-arnT^:PT.-i)] 
5PR w, 5 ttt rrfarar 


New Delhi, the 4th August, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2565.—In exercise of thejiowers conferred by sub¬ 
clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies “SOS Children’s Village of India, New Delhi” for the 
purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1991- 
92 to 1993-94 subject to the following conditions, namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate it 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established ; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 

(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for atiy period during the previous years relevant to 
the assessment years mentioned above otherwise than 
ill any one or more of the forms or modes speci¬ 
fied in sub-section (5) of section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 

income beingprofits _ and. gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained-in respect of such business. 

[N&. 9063/f. No, 197/120/90-IT.A-I.J 
SWAP.AT CHANDRA, Under Secy, 


m . m. 2566 : —sTRftR 5ffsrfrtR, 19 61 ( 19 61 
uif 43) # SRT 10 y u'-’T (235) "JW' 

( 4 ) SITT STStl srfarcF Wi spflR gtT %?gY®r 

t-t.r "*nfer srfa mm sHrnr&i, yr” tfr 

spf 1990-91 Jr 1992-93 cff •’?? fcTT 
PTfTfvrni'cr 9Rff I? mmm y# ^ otsts- % 
5RT3nrr4 ?rfg%f%cr utttt I, mmi 

5 ( i ) ^T-foarffaf)- wrt Tr itttt 

wrr ?rrq- un sott 

$%rrr mmim m T|?Tf % 

R‘T ^Rrr, fifT? fTT 5 (ttT f^rmr Tt 

’if I; 

( 2 ) sfiT-fHsrrfrofr 359 < -tsrr?5rfer 

% RTT ^cff Tqf # fHRft m 
% fkH cTTfT 11 spt eT'-TTVT ( 5 ) ir fwf?r- 
ffR ftffr TTtp mm ot Jr mmm 

rrfm t For rrO’^f Jr Frfsr (#tt- 

STTi^CTcT, 'rTrt 5TiK % if ffrT fWr 

ir ^rr?rn- % Fur) tt 

rot stot ^ s?Tsrr 

frdTtrr; ' 

( 3 ) -jrPsr^Hrr Ffiot qrfl str nsfa - ir 

xm Tfr sfrFp 37inirK Jr sir 5mr 

n«iT t cRT f% 3.RT 

^rrrsrrr ^^-ftrsfF^'r ir 

rrrfvr % snnfw ?rfr ft rtt u Jt ^rfr- 
wr % Hfsr ir %tm Jr ^ 

wr rrF m 1 

[h. 9071 (qrr.-f. 197 / 78 / 92 —w.tfiT-Fr.- 1 )] 

WTtT WS, mx 

New Delhi, the 19th August, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2566.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies “Servants of India Society, Pune” for the purpose of 
the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1990-91 to 1992- 
93 subject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will -appply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established ; 

fil) the assesaep will not invest er. deposit its fund* 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant to 
the assessment years mentioned above otherwise than 
in any one or mare of the forms or modes speci¬ 
fied' ia suh-seatie-n (5) of section It ; 

(Si) this notification will not • apply in relation t» aey 
income -being profits and gains of business, unless 
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the business ig Incidental to the attainment of the 
objective* of the asscssee and separate books ot 
account* are maintained in respect of such business. 

[No, 9071/F. No. 197/78/92-LA(A-I)j 
SHARAT CHANDRA, Under Secy. 

difaTO, 19 WTO, 1992 

(wprtc) 

TT.Wf. 2 56 7;—WTW3R WftrfftWW, 1961 (19613P 
43) 3ft UTTV 10 % W** (23-n) % TOPSHT (i\) 

rm tot tnfiwftf 3W wTOr gtr topr 

fteroro “ft to TOmrofor ^fr^rnr€t to? ft tost 
toT *ft wTOTOtot spf 1990-91 ft i 992-93 
nr % fTO[ fTOfftfwrT wftf % wwtTOt ??ft jtt 
•3W-T % 5pftTOW WfftgfTO 3tTO | wftfrT :— 

(i) VT-ftalftcft rTO tfpf to TOro wto 

wt >pv spTOf? toto % ffto; 
tKTO ftTOI "jftTO TO WTOWePIT TOT 

7 ^ 73 ) % fftft 3 TO 1 ftro% fwr wftft 
tototi 3ft ni $ ; 

(ii) TOT-fftsffTO 3WTOTOTOTO TOC-ftfiffTOT to! 
ft toto ■jfttwff TOT 3 ft fTOft ftr wwf 

tf?R ora 11 ^fft TOTUTO (5) if 
fafaftt* froft ^ WTO ^ % wftw 
wto wCfaft ft fftw sfftfft ft 
fftfft (TOTCTO^rrfgxro, 3TOw? wrfft % tft 
Jr WTWT TO m-TTJPT ft TOTO? W7KPT 
ft fftw) TO fftftw w^r toto wr TO 
to totot TOwr ; 

(iii) wfftgro f 3 TO wpt % ftftsr ft 
tTPX w$r gpft TOPf to t TO r ft tot tipt 
TO wfftwrw % TO ft WW TOP f3? 
TOt totTO? tot £ FTO%er l rc?fr % totTOt 

*T TOffcfT % fftft TOT fTO wfi ?T TO 

rr%r tpirftr? % #1 ft wtot ft ftwu 
w# m\ wrftr £r i 

[wffergww. 9072/TO.W. 1 97/1 97 / 8 9-WTOTO-ft. )] 

TTTT TOI, WTO TOTO 

New Delhi, the 19th August, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2567-—la exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
el&uso (i v ) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies “the Royal Commonwealth Society for the Blind, 
Bombay" for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assess¬ 
ment yours 1090-91 t 0 1992-93 subject to the following con¬ 
ditions, namely 1 — 

(i) the assesses will apply Its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established ; 

lid id* hsicssee will not invest^ or deposit its fundi 
1 other than voluntary coni’, ibutions received and 
uMtlstainad la the i&jm of jewellery, furniture etc 1 


for any period during the previous years relevant to 
the assessment years mentioned above otherwise than 
in any one or more of the forms or modes speci¬ 
fied in sub-section (5) of section 11; 

(Hi) this notification will not apply in relation to an) 
income being profits and gains of business, unlets 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and. separate book* of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such businea*. 

[No. 9072/F, No. 197/197/89-1T.A.I.] 
SHARAT CHANDRA, Under Secy. 

TO fftTOt, 7 TO, 1992 

(WTOTOC) 

37. WT. 2566:— WTOTOC WfwfTOT, 1961 ( 1961 
TO 43) 3ft TOT 10 % (23-W) % <*TW* 

(iv) am am TOtttt to wTOt tot gw 

TOTOT i-TTOTO WFftr^TOT 

WtFTOTTT, ftTOftrf? " «fft TOT-fTbTtDir 1992-93 

ft 1994-9 5 fTT % fftiT ftrrr^TftrT Blftt % WTO^fftT 
JtT TTO TOW'IT % g-TTTOM TOfft 

t, Wftft 

(l) TO-fftftTftftt IfTTTft WPT TO ^TfttTm WWWT 
mrft wpt to ^fftror tot % fft^ ^ttto 
ftWTO ^0|>TdT dWT WTTO'TTT TT 

fft7( 'Tfftrr fftcj ^TT ; ift piitt 

3ft *ti 

(ii) TO-fftftrfftft STO-Tfftrftra TO-ftftmr 

wfti ft TTOTcr ’jftweff wwf Tft ftlftT ftt 

wwrw ft-’ TOT u ftr tt-tot(s) 

ft ftfftft 11 ? f%ftr tTHT WWWT cp> ft 

®»r WTO ttuTO ft fww fr/TTr ft ^TTft 

fftiw (^ro-wwrffCPT, TOffw? wrft % tot ft 

TOT TO m-WFT ft 

ft fww) Tr ftftw -T r ff TTTO WTO tjft 

TO TOWT wftPTT 

(iii) wg wra^w-rr froftt ^ftt wpt % ftftw ft 

vTPT gftft, sfrftr TOCTO? ft TOf 

wpt to wfftvrrw % tot ft 5 ft ww 
fip TO TitTOt+. T'W tot-TOTOTO % 
-y|yftf 3ft TOw ft' ftTtT wTO’W T^f ijt 
dwr ^ft Ttpctwr? ft? ftftw ft www ft ppar- 
jTOront TOr wTO ?r 1 

[ft. 9025/3iT.ft. 197/230/89-WPT3R fft.-l] 

ftrsR ftw, TOT wfftw 

New Delhi, the 7th May. 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

SO 2368.—in exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
clause (iv) of clause (230 of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies “Rural Development Organisation, Aruvankndu, Nu- 
giris' 1 for the pwpov* of the laid sub-eleu** for the •»»•** 
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meat years 1992-93 to 1994-95 subject to the following con¬ 
ditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate it 
for application, wholly' and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will 'not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
than in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

[No. 9025 (F. No. 197/230/89-IT(A-I)] 
KE5HAV DEV, Dv. Secy. 

faevfr, 13 *rf; 1992 
TOTOTO 

FT. TO. 2569—TOTOR (TfafTOTN 1981 

(1961 FT 43) sft fTTTT 10 % (23-N) % 

toft? (iv) sm sr-xt sTfarofr ft TOfar ftoT gr* 
fofrr topit tT^jncr "q^rrsr Fff tott toto" 
Ft FT-fagfarr pf 1991-92 & 1993-94 m % 
fat? farofafTOr w? % tototR ^ ft? tort-tow* 
% srafaroxT Reft t, TOifa : 

(i) R-fasrffaft W'fa ton ft totto 

srfat ton ft % far 

3TTFT TOTOR TOTT TOFTOTTO 

TOT TOnpff % fair FW fan% fatr 

wmr nS t ; 

(ii) R-fasrffcft 3R-TOfa?rf%cr R-faafTF 

tret $r tor ffroff tot? sfr fatft sft 
(Rfa % fNcr arm hfT ^qr-srm ( 5 ) 
ir fafafaR faffr 133? TORT T^F wW 

tot tort ?rrNff §• faro RM it 

totfT fafsr (%*-*RrfgTR, Rfac 
«rrfa % tot *r tor xr^rr toi-wp *r 

Ftfasisp tototot % farr) ft fatfa n|t 
frttort toIT tott pff tot n%nt; 

(iii) ng Nfsrfrorr fafft >far ton % tort 

N TON N£T ffa>, sftfa TOt?TT N STOTT 

ton tott srfaTON f fn n gt sr nf 
fa $to fpcRtc tor-r fraffafr % 
sfifar # toTr % fan; >it#tf Ngt 

ft rim tfa fpcNtt % tototo t 

stott n farT-^farrrrT N#i vf\ nrT gf 1 

fa. 9026/FT.?f. 197/l0l/91-TONRfco2-I] 

%9R $n. 3N NfaN 
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New Delhi, the 13 th May, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2569.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 1.0 of the Income-fax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “Punjab Istri Sabha Relief Trust" for the purpota 
of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1991-92 to 
1993-94 subject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate it 

for application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous 'years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
than in any one or more of. the forms or mode* 
specified in sub-section (5) of section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such butinea*. 

[No. 9026 (F. No. 197/151 A>!-1TAJ)J 
KESHAV DEV, Dy. Secv. 

nf fawft, 29 *T$, 1992 

tonr 

ft.to. 257 .-— otonr NfafrorN, lsei (i9«i 
fi 43 ) sm 10 % m ( 23 -N) swr 

(iv) st?tt Tifarof ft totTn ftn gw tort* 

RFK TcKg-m "(TO (RT tffo, m.TTT, Ttn" T?t T T - 

faatrn m 1999-91 ^ 1992-93 rr^> % fate 

farofafatr TOff i TOmfR gtr -tvt is-wt 

snrYsrr.af xrfEr^facT TmrV t, ?Drf?r 

(i) Tmfasrffaft Kffat tot Trr ■tottto tovtt 

fTffat ?TOT TT ?faTOTO V fat( : t?TTr 

(TTOR yTTOTT cPTT TOTOPThl -TO sfiTTr 
55 far Tmrr, fartt farr 

Tf 

(ii) TTT-fairffaft 3?K TFcvrfair ^T-faSTfror 

TTT ?T TOT.fT ^7 # faff) NT mf ST T 

-Fttot sjttt n Tt TOrsrm ( 5 ) n 

fa(ft TOP TOTTT TXT (T TOTOP 3T (TNNT 
fTOfaf ^ faro pffaT ¥r syfai fafa (#tt- 
vf TTfgTTTT, 'TOffTOT TO fa f>N F T N STOT 
tott ■m-FJiT sTTmN ^ favr) 

pr Mw pff ptitt ntott tot fnt 

Tff TOtpr TOPTT ; 

(iii) Tf NfafFTT fmT twfr tot v ?rrcr ir 

TON fM, gfrfa FTTfapr N sriTO 

TON TOTT (TFNTON % TOT N gf NN TOP fa 

^to PKfan: ^-fag-rffat % t^rrf ft 
toFto % fair TOTTfTT ?ft TOTT TOT 
PTTfarrr % (fair tf ftot % %ro ^ffacrronr 
Nff wt TOcfr ff 1 

fa. 903l/pT.N. 197/99/90-TONPT.-I] 

PTOT tN, TOT TOfap, 


WTOf PT XTTOTS : 10, ^092/VtfW? 18, 1>14 
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Wtw Mhi, tT» £)ih MV?, 1992 
i INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2570.—fu exercise of (he power, conferred liy sub- 
clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10. of Ihe Income-!vt 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), (he Central Government hereby 
notiflck die "‘S,irv,i Seva Sftngh, Scvagram, Waidha'" for (he 
purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1990- 
91 to 1992-93 subject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate it 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the ©bjeeis 
for which it Ib established; 

(ii) the asecssec will not invent or deposit its funds 
(otlicr than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
than in any one or more of Ihe forms or mod** 
specified in sub-section (5) of section l) ; 

(i:i) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the asrersec and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business 

[No. 9031 (F. No. 197/99/90-IAT.l)] 
KF.SHAV DF.V. Dy. Secv. 

Tf fa'vft, 29 *5, 1992 

( WFT’fTT ) 

TF wr. 2 571—UTErT XfSTPfTlT, 196 1 

(i 96 i E?r 43) ^ *rm 10 $ m (23-n) v 
xtst® (iv) jitt tew urfrwli ft wV ttY §rr 
fasta ew< ftthf “fdWfr fra, sp^te’’ *rr 
"KT-Prafnir 1991-92 Er 1993-94 % fm; 

f^Tfsrfw wf ^ TvTTffTT 3^er 5T 7«PT 77>T? V 

srjrtJTTPt Trfw^fTfr <rr^r fc, tete :— 

(i) T“-f^JflTTt 5T4?f SHE Vt IfTEEFT etet 

gzrert TIT Vt TFYeTT TFT % TEFr 

TEET flOFFTf EEC TFTFT.FTr XT 7i(i?Xi 

% fr; .■' -Tr, fro; ft-fT *xnxr 

v\ nf & ; 

(ii) xi'F-fr-xrf'xfi t?tt TfrEftrr 5fr<-ffnrivrur 

mt ir fee xopf Ti f%*fi tv 

wtF?? f tV-ft nm 11 vt ~um'(. 5 ) ii 

ftrrfr ttfi e xfdT 
sfip ternr ETTTt if frlST nlW if ’»# 

ffiftar (FTT-Wf^XTn, TFfrTT Flfa 7 FT 

if 51 FIT EXT FT-mx if arsTFE 

if f)T51) TT fEXX Tff tfT?TT XXXT ih 

w trV ttfit e/ftt ; 

(iii) xz srfiFjTxr foxt E'E* 'xrx v fte 
if eTFj efTt, fitf xxfrxp: it sit^f 

FIX EXT TrfWeTrw V XX X TX XT 

f% e*tt xtrc'rxTE wtv* - fxsrfffcfr v 

XfTXT Ti S#T V f^E SnvfpTT ’T^r ffr 


-f Tr trer TRfTrc % 57X7 i? 5P5Pf tf 

T'rT--jf^r-7riT itrffV rfi 1 

[c. 903 s/tit. w. is 7 /a 4 / 9 f^r.-I] 

XT TN4 

New Delhi, the 29th May. 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2571.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
claure (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies 'Tire Association of the Physically Handicapped, 
Bangalore” for the purpoae of the said sub-clause for the 
assessment years 1991-92 to 1993-94 mbjeet to tho following 
conditions, namely 

(i) the ns'essee will ripply its income, or accumulate it 
f-.r application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established: 

(:i) the nssessee will not invest or deposit its funtts 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
mriruained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any pereiod during the previous years relevant 
m J;c assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
than in any one or more of the forms or mode* 
«nec : fled in sub-eeclion (5) of section 11 ; 

ti'i) this notification will not anply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the arsejsee and separate books of 
accounts me maintained in respect of such business. 

[No. 9033 (F. No. 197/64/90-T.T.A.)] 
KESHAV DEV, Dy. Secy. 


Tf f?Ffr, 29 *£, 1992 

(TR37 5 -) 

Vt. W. 2 5 7 . — 2TTT)T Tr/.'iTTT, 1961 
(1961 Vt 43) Tf tflTi 1C V '77 (23-if) % 

TT^T (iv) JTTI TTT Tf 5fT>T TTrT %q. 

fiWffa T7TT7 l7,cTifsrr' r r *' .'fTvT -CrTM V %T tF?T.T 
TOFT TKTJ, TTTTT"' TT T r -f'T'J!'CT TT 1991-92 
T 1992-93 TT % ff J f^TTFlPTT FT:ft % TSTtflT 
^ : r ri TFT TTOf-f V X'ftipTi'4 TFffT 

7., W-T '— 

■s 

(i) T r -f4rr,V:r tit v\ :%fi 

?TT> TrT Tr TFf.TtT TIT fif FtT TETT 
TTTT TIT T r ; T I FT TT 7? FIT 

v F-t.t f tT v f-ri; fetT tt 

iff f. ; 

(ii) TF-fT 7 r'rG'Tf tt r ttttt tfhjttt 

q-'iT if ttt 'j4xcff Tqf tY fTifr vfr 

witr % fi'FT -xrcr ii Ti 7 rTr r ; ( 5 ) 

it fcTrircr fi/Tt 77 urtr-rr t 

TfifF W TTTV TG'-IT T f/TW TfiTt 
E TETf Prfj (^TF-XTlfcTicT, 

Trrfr v vi if ttt tet t-w tt 
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arfsr % afftH srnr II Tt (5) 

ifr fwprr^ fofft ITT smT ITT *r afe 
crcNif % fim crfNft % 
frfsr (TTT-TTifTTTT, aifr % tt 

if 5 TT c er cr«rr v^-vatf if *tf%r tsitt 

*r r«T 5 r) Trf^sr nff trt aw sir 

TR Tff TW TT%*TT ; 

(iii) q”g afsr^w iwr nri aw t ara 

if TFT nff fFft, TTfo Trd'IIT |r TFT 
TFT W TrfWTTT^r % ^T ft TT fFP f*P 
TRTTrr tft TT-frmfTft % 
Tfwi tt rrrp-T ^ frcr tttPtt T?ff |> 
W TT TiTT-TR % WT if TTT T '^T-jfrTTTq 
Tfr wr TTfff ff 1 

[T. 903V)/'TT.ft. 197/4/9l J STPT4r^ fa. I[ 

TTT 4 T, TT Tf%T 


faB?II-—as 3(ii)] 

3RIW T ffTvT) Tf fa#T Tiff 
T<TTT TW TT TOT off TW T%*TT; 

(iii) t?t afagw fc4t q;ff am % ara a 

TFT Off !>ft, TffT TF'<ffTT if TFT 
T7T W TfWfT % FT if ff Tf fW 
fit TTJTT ^ift-TR TTT-TT faerffafft 53^pff 
m aifr % fra ■ Tfafa-T off ft tot 

IT-T TlffTR % frog - if aTT *f il’IT-’jfer^ 

Off TTfr TlOf ft I 

[Of. 9032/0)1.0. 197 /l 64/91-TTOTO fo. 1] 

%1FT %T, TO OfOT 

New Delhi, the 29th May. 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2572.-—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “West Bengal Council for Child Welfare, Cal¬ 
cutta” for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assess¬ 
ment years 1991-92 to 1993 94 subject to the following condi¬ 
tions, namely :— 

(i) the assesses will apply its income, or accumulate it 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established. 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
than in any one or more of the forms or inodes 
specified in sub-section (5) of section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 

income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

(No. 9032/F. No. 197/164/91-IT.A.I.] 
KESHAV DEV, Dy. Secy. 

3 ^T, 1992 
TFTTT 

Tf.*rr. 2573 : —aFFfiT afafa*PT, 1961 ( 1961 
tt 43) arm 10 % (23-T) % 

(iv) §KT WT afwfi Tf sfafa ^ g(r 
TRgFTT TraTsTT "TftcftTTT TTiflTT TlTmt 

WT3” TT TtC-pratTT T# 1991-92 ft 1992-93 

TTi iff fTTT fa H fa Pa T SET? % a Wafa Ttfa gfr 

TTT TO? % smtWT afaffaT TCT) WW ; 

(i ) ^-frraffcfi am m sfama aw 

WTT TFT m ?#qTT ffTTT 

% frtr Tim, fTTT far TTTT PtfmT ^T 
Tff t ; 

(ii) TT-frrarifTdt TT-fTcTk-JT 

3FTf % ETfT mf sjfj- 

2413 Gl/92—3 * 


New Delhi, the 3rd June, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX; 

S.O. 2573.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
clause (tv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “Motilal Memorial Society, Lucknow” for the 
purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1991- 
92 to 1993-94 subject to the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate it 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established. 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contribution^ received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
than in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income, being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

[No. 9039/F. No. 197/4/9UT.A.I.] 
KESHAV DEV, Dy. Seey. 


Tff fcwfr, 3 TT, 1992 

Tf.TT. 2574:-5TTTTTTrbfTtrT, 1961 ( 1961^1 

43) Tt srnr 10 % (23-T) (iv) gm 

STT TfffiTT TT JPTfTT TTT ftr t£dT3TTT 

"fr Tt<> fro TTEFTTifr the: <T)Tto#tt, ^rt 

ar^ 1990-91 1992-93 fR? % fanr 

fTr*TTfTfer wrf % jrsr^FT fr xm % 

TTlTTTT 5(fsrTfTT TTTT OTid:— 

(i) TTfraifrcfV ttt tt ^rrT aw 

wtt am tt 
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7777 tjffRPTT 77T 77 ^t7tt 37 -3%w\ % 

Et<T tpViTC, EtE "R’Pl 77T77T tE 7f 

' 

(ii) 'PKfrfjrfofi s'E vN% sttEttE-t 

7 377 ATf ti EbEr vft ttEj E 

EEt-t vjm ii 37 3m (5) 7 ErEr- 

fira foEr ft pjp E «7 vttt 

rmrf 7 fflfl 37173 7 sktV Erfar (w- 
“TrffTrT, tEEtt snfo % m 7 srr/i ttt 
tt rtfrgqi 77717 7 f-ry ) <rr 
Em eE 1 *pgtt smi 77 7Ct 7?r 7371 

(iii) 7 s vfkf33T ErTfr Eifr 77 % 737 7 7 ft 
7$r fnfr, 7ifv ^fttr 7 nm 717 
WpTTW E 77 7 iff 73 77 Ef< Ett «pt Et- 
wr< 'jf6 vt: EntEcEf % v|wr Er snf -7 
% Err smfE.T? 7?fr bt 777 EE vprarc % 
773 7 wft 7 %gr Tf-mrE ’fifi r*ff stett 
?T 1 

[E° 4038/9710 7o 19 7/1 ??/80-7TW7 Eto-I] 

T33 77, 77 Trf^si 

New Delhi, the 3rd June, 1992 
(Income-Tax) 

S.O. 2574,—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies “The C. P. Ramaswami Aiyar Foundation, Madras' 1 
for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 
1990-91 to 1992-93 subject to the following conditions, name¬ 
ly :— 

(i) the assessce will apply its income, or accumulate it 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established; 

(il) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
than in any one or more of the forms or modes 
spe.'Tcd in sub section (5) of section 11 ; 

(iii) th's notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
nccounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

[No. 9038/F. No. 197/132/89-1T.A.1.] 
KESHAV DEV, Dy, Secy. 

>rf f^ft, 3 ip-, 1992 
W7 

W.srr. 2575 ;—77F6T srfaETflTT, 1961 ( 2 961 
fr 43 ) <Ei tft 1 0 ( 23-t) Ei oti (iv) stti 

SETy! JrfwEf *f-'T 7 tBT ^3 ^7 tr^p^ 

‘%ETT .’ERtiiNET Tfo $*773 $TT7ffr 1992-93 


(Part II—8ec. 3(ii) ] 

7 1 99 4- 95 77> % 7T Er3H n V mt % E7T Elf3- 

EiEft TPrt % wot-jet TfrE 37: tt«i? 7: Td'rr- 

Hi’f TrEmEifT % tv3?7~- 

(i) a T-EwrEEr prf,i 717 77 ^v'tht3 333t 

S7tE *ai1 $t ttEttt tfE % Ettt uwt 
7373 '("Eei't 73T FTT^TTr V7 % 

t-T 71 . t<7i E^E f7 iI . Em Terror nt 

(ii) 'fiT-ErTtfyEt T/iT-yEiTErT dP-Er-Ep'rr nEf 
7 797 77777 77f 7T k-'lT 7T «T7fd % 

El7T7 n 7r •?I7PJ ( 5)7 ElElfTP 
fTTt 77 . 7^171 77 7 TfEf^ i7 777T 7fm 
7 fdTT 77177 7 27'EV E'i'J ('7tft;-77TE|- 
rr% ^fhp: 7rf? % 77 7 977 7TT t ; 7- 
t- 7T7 7 W77 7 f'77) Tr f777 

7#I T7|T 777T 77 '7+7 7iE T77T 7771; 

(iii) 77 tAwpit EfEr thft ?rt7 % 777 7 747 
7/r 7171, 7Tfa 9 Tt4ttt+: 7 777 7T7 77T 
7 i' 77 T 7 E Ttxr 7 ?T 77 771 fa iyqf A'PT- 
717 7(7 ‘T’j-ETtrffTfr T 7(771 Et SnfEr 

71 E 47 TTEfw Fjr 77T EE ttitTtif- 

E 777 7 777 7 771-7^7717 7,fl TTfl 
7171 ST I 

[7o 9040 /TTo 7o 1 97 /54/92—7TWT Ev^-I] 
%77 Ed, 77 7fd7 

New Delhi, the 3rd June, 1992 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 2575,—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
clull,sc (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “National Foundation for Communal Harmony’’ 
for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment 
years 1992-93 to 1994-95 subject to the followjng conditions, 
namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate it 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established . 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
than in any one or more of tho forms or mode; 
specified in sub-section (5) of section. 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incfdentnl to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts arc maintained in respect of such business 

[No. 9040/F. No, 197/54/92-IT.A.I.] 
KESHAV DEV, Dy. Secy. 

TlW 

T# 4 Et7«I7, 1992 

*7177 

<bTo TTo 2576:—7TTfft7 ?JT77 7^77, 1899 

(1899 77 2 ) w mrr 9 tfr ttuto ( 1 ) 
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strsqWTTqq^tftjqi: 10, 1992/*flft^T 18, 1914 


# qos (»q) jrrr sRti mfftft in *rftn «pt?i ^ 
ftftq ijfRjirr, fqqft srqftq fftfaH q£ 

fcftr ft ft rt’^t w-aft sprn: ftt q'sftq W4 fur 
qr rr ftiftq vt qqiTTq qft ft ‘trqqfir 

^ 4 w 

MfTH =+i'<cfv |oft qqq qt-qqr Efi^r qrft fft4 snq qi% 
ft qR"ft, SqqTR "fl'f ftt W ^K- RF3 % 

f?r tjbq % i q 191350 cr; (ftft ft onf^-r v<?r 
jrr) ?f^rr % 14 ftftnq ([rfarq fftft^ fttq: qft- 
q<ftfm RPiqft qt ^Rq W'l % dRq SRIT t i 

[go a/92-’F41WT»TT. H° on/7/92—f^T^ ^J 
3 if t; ifff, yq qfqq 

ORtlER 

New Delhi, the 4th September, 1992 
STAMPS 

S.O. 2576.—>ln exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(b) of sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp 
Act, 1989 (2 of 19899, the Central Government hereby 
permits the Reinz Talbros Limited, New Delhi, to pay conso¬ 
lidated stamp duty of rupees two lakhs eighty seven thousand 
and twenty five only chargeable on' account of the stamp 
duty on 14% Secured Redeemable Partly Convertible Deben¬ 
tures. numbered 1 to 191350 (both inclusive) of the aggregate 
face value of rupees two crores, twenty nine lakli« and 
sixty two thousand only to be Issued by the said company. 

[No. 5/92-Stamps F. No. 33|7|92-ST] 
THAK.UR DATT, Dy. Secy. 

(qrrfaft *».t 4- fVunr) 

(3ft4T 5WFT) 

Ft fftft, 15 fftfWR, 19 9°. 

TTO RTj 2 577.— qqftrft fqfqRRq Rfafqqq, 
.1949 ( 1949 4T 10) ft OKT 55 5T<T 5T?ri Jfffaift 
STTO iffft fTT, 4TRFR, RTTlftq fYvfq ift 

ft fwftnr qr, qq^m, ^TR'trr q.tft | ft 7 ^ 
iifferfftertr ft trnr 19 ft qq-tmT ( 2 ) % iw 
tfqqq iffn ftftrr qr frixftqp * *q # 
sm Rlfft RBR qftq 41 “nq ?ftq- fao ft? tjqtf 
w 37^ f'?o # ftqft % ftfn it, ftftrqqr ft 
qift-q q ft qft ft , q, fft <4 qrq q#r ftqr 1 

(/ft 15/7/y2-qto ftft tTo] 

5,0 % 0 wt, srqqqfqq 

(Department of Economic Affairs) 

(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 15th September, 1992 

S.O. 2577.—In excicise of the powers conferred by 
Section 53 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 
1949.) the Central Government On the recommendation Of 
the Reserve Bank of India hereby declare that the provi¬ 
sions of sub-section (2) of section 19 of the said Act shall 


not apply to Union Bank of India for a period of two years 
from the dale of notification in respect of its holding shares 
of M/s. Basant Alloy Steel Limited and M/s. Basant Tubes 
Limited, as pledgee. 

[No. 15/7/92-B.Q.A.] 
K. K. MANGAL, Under Secy. 


qf fftft, is factT^T, 1992 

q.r» tlR 2 578 -—IVtTTl fffffTBT trfafqqq, 
1949 ( 1949 *T 10) ft cTRT 53 3PT 5UTTT TrfrTRfr 
4T 3TTff %TfT jrr, ftsft RTWd ft7(3 tft 

qfr ftmftft Ti, rr^gm qmn q>qft | ft 

qftrfftH stttt l o-’a' Td f iura (1) n /4 (2) 

3 q^>'tT, '9TTT 3'q. ftrftres', qq 

4 ftffRT, 1992 (I 3 ftfffR;, 1 992 ?T dYff 

Td TTdftd % ftrrr ij(. rfd iqeqQT '/T bt| Tdr -fq, 

srfirfrift q? trv?r epp, ^ 5 ft vft qjj^r 

?4, RTJT r!FT I 

[>mr 15/s/92-44u mo 140 ( 1 )] 

|ro ifto qvf q, qftq 

New Delhi, the 15th September, 1992 

S.O. 2578.—In exercise ol the powers conferred by sec¬ 
tion 53 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), 
the Central Government on the recommendations of the 
Reserve Bank of India, hereby declare* that the provisions 
of sub-sections (1) and (2) of Section 10B of the said Act, 
shall not apply to the Bharat Overseas Bank Limited, for 
a period of three months from 4th September, 1992 to 3rd 
December, 1992 or till the new Chairman and Chief Exe¬ 
cutive Officer takes charge, whichever is earlier. 

[No. 1 J/8|92-B.O.A.(T)] 
K. K. MANGAL, Under Secy. 

ffiftevft, isftfn^r:, 1992 

qri. m.2579.—Wqtftr ftftqqq 'tTfaftm, 1949 
(1949 WT 10) 5 3 Jftf STTtT wftTfff <ST 

qtfft 514 -frrefrq ft.T«f qfr 

fqqnftmt qr qrqmr t ft 7*1 

*rt trrtr 10 g ’ft ^qarxf (9) ^ -i-tttt 

v? 4 fnwr, 1992 3 

ft(R*T, 1992 fft 3ft % qcr ?tbw ift 
fqqftT qr’d ift q qr qT q?\ rft, -jq (ftqr 
ift rdET, q|f ^ftf, 5r£i =ft tft qfr' qrr rftpfr q 
trftft % qr^-r qq qqq mr^Tivft 

qtT ^ % ft 0 : ft ft sqftq ft 
qiqq ft ws RT^q % 1 

[^qqr is/ 8 / 92 —ft ft 14 (II)] 
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New Delhi, the 15th September, 1992 

S O, 2579.—Iti exercise of the powers conferred by section 
tion 53 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 19491. 
The Central Government on recommendations of the Reserve 
Bank of India hereby declares that the provisions of sub¬ 
sections (9) of section 10B of the said Act, shall not. to 
the extent they preclude the bank from appoining a person 
to carry out the duties of a Chairman beyond a period ex¬ 
ceeding four months, apply to the Bharat Overseas Bank 
Limbed, from 4th September, 1992 to 3rd December, 1992 
or till the new Chairman and Chief Executive Officer takes 
charge whichever is earlier. 

fNo. 15/8/92-B.O.A. (ii)[ 
K. K. MANGAL, Under Secy. 


Rf ffesft, lOfafFST, 1992 
VT.Wf. 2580.—G*#W Vfa sfre RTRt°T faVrR 

RfErftRR, 1981 arm e rtotg (i) 

(t) % R^rur ir ggrpc qtfqg r G *r. tpr. 

firsr, rotgr, imr fvffpr, r£ 

fc?Gt Vt Rt RPt° Sfte vflGT % *RTR RT G^R ffa 
rTt: RTh>r ftflim rv % fd-dJw * vt ?r fff^T 
VGft | I 

[inm . 7 / 4 / 9 o4t *ft (I)] 
<tr. rr. ^fttgrr, RRtRfVR 

New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

S.O. 2580.—In pursuance of clause (e) of sub-section (1) 
of Section 6 ol the National Bank for Agriculture and Rural 
Development Act, 1981, the Central Government hereby ap- 

S nnts Dr. M. S, Gill, Secretary, Ministry of Agriculture, 
epartment of Agriculture and Cooperation, New Delhi as 
Director of National Bank for Agriculture and Rural Deve¬ 
lopment vice Shri R. C. Kapila. 

[No. 7/4/90-B.O.I] 
M. S. SEETHARAMAN, Under Secy. 


Rfftwft, 22f&rwrc, 1992 

vr. Rr. 25 a 1 —srccfftT Stv (rtrlT tv) 

RfafaffR, 1959 ( 1959 VT 38) Vt STTG 26 & Gff- 
«(g ( 1 ) rTt rtrig ( 2 V) % rib Rfsr srrer 25 
Vt HTG ( 1 ) % (ff g) % R-JRGT it, 

wn ^ira tv arfv tRtnrTR, 

5TETPT VffffaR fRGGK R tffffr RfaviTt . RR. 
^T-III) Gt RRRfOTt TPT vt *£? t'V Rfa^TGGR 
V TT vtbTfftT % % sft vtVPC R$ % faGV 
22 fRGGG 1992 % tftff Rfff Vt fffffsr % forr RT 3TR 
(TV t tv 3rf<fi -ifCGGiR VT RftrVrO V? 

R$T &t, SRR G 3ft wt R| T tv ' Rfv 

$tgrt? % frtwv rgr it faxm in ?7 Jr Ptrgg 
VGft I I 

[*mr 9/29/91—tttft (I)] 

RR. RR. fftiTRTRR, RRT RfGR 


1992/ASVINA 18, 1914 [Part II—Sec. 3(ii)] 

New Delhi, the 22nd September, 1992 

S.O. 2581 ,—111 pursuance of clause (cb) of sub-section (11 
of section 25 lead with sub-section (1) and sub-;eerion (2A) 
of section 26 of the State Bank of India (Subsidiary Banks) 
Act, 1959 (38 of 1959), the Central Government hereby ap¬ 
points Shri A. Ananthakrishna Rao, Officer (MM Scale-Wh 
resemly posted in the Head Office, State Bank of Hydera- 
ad, Hyderabad, as a Director on the Board of the State 
Bank of Hyderabad, from among the employees of the State 
Bank of Hyderabad, who nre not workmen, for a period 
of three years with effect from the 22nd September, 1992 or 
until he ceases to be an officer of the State Bank of Hydera¬ 
bad, whichever Is earlier. 

[No. 9/29/G-B.O.], 
M. S. SEETHARAMAN, Under Secy. 

l6fffGRT, 1992 

Vf.RT. 2582. —VWTft fafoffRR RfGfffRG, 1949 
(1949 vr lo) bft HTG 53 3TG RTG vffFrffl 
VT RGtR VRR f R, %rfTT GCVI 7 : RlGftff ftjfR 

to R?t fRvrfGi tt., rttrig , fiw vcfr | 

fa R4G RfafaffR ffr RIG 11 vt -JTBrG (l) V 
GFFB fRGfff vr-RTTjfCT G47 tv fT,, fGRfff 
BTlGRTt, RfGT V Jr RVlftfrL ftf VT rTPCtG 

^ BOaPT, 1993 BV V f'T <7 GPT RtG gW I 

[RT. GOTf 10 / 2 / 91 -fWffT) 

rif3r«fT G7RT, RRfrf fRRGV 

New Delhi, the I 61 I 1 September. 1992 

S.O. 2582.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
53 read with Section 56 of the Banking Regulation Act, 
1949 (10 of 1949), the Central Government on the recom¬ 
mendation of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares 
that the provisions of Sub-section ( 1 ) of Section 11 of the 
said Act shall not apply to the Shillong Co-operative Urban 
Bank Ltd., Shillong, Meghalaya, for the period from the 
date of publication of this notification in the Gazette of 
India upto 30th June, 1993. 

[F. No. 10<2y91.Dev.J 
TEJINDER SINGH LASCHAR, Jt. Director. 


RPTTT RfipET 
qftFRR RRIG-B Vr Vffffaff 

VRVfTT, 15SJT 1992 
Gftrfffffr 2 / 92 —9 5 

VT.RT. 2583.—’■fflTVT STfafaTT 1991 Vt BTG 
120 VT R'TdTG ( 1) V ( 2) % TG-fff R# TLG 
Vt RBt-T VTT frr RH r,R RL J ir RRCT 
xrrTlfT Vf GriTVRi( VTT |'T. R ,RETV< 
qfpRR 3RTG-8 VGVGT, fpTRjlTf fRGFI $TT t fV RtR 
RRT R^r V GTR (2) R rFvr fRR?TR 
rFRVTTT fRfRfRfeT R^RT V UfR 3 
ir RpJTB fRSRRVrT % R*ff, RTR 

if, mt qr RTRRT V Rfit V h JRrR R R>TR fGT VT ( tTGR 
VJJ’’:— 
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w fsrafw str^Tifr fxtrixq wfaqtrfY qft flfa* 
*pmr wtftar 


3T£-15( l) 9! T. it 15 
( 14) 41T. 441 ('j4 fw-in 



i. to faaffrcft ( i) x<rr tj bixt fwtf 

10(l), 4!X- , PX*f'Tijf4 o r cW T?fr SH 

gflx frofaorsrfa'Sftf 
io( i) tr «rr. «t- ^rri 
10(1) % 10(9) 

(3$ faxr H (2) .tfN ift- 
itWtt k#t, ffix.) tt 
sttftwfTrTT % <p*pfa $ I 

(2) 'srffjftqq 1961 
•ft arrcr 127 % *TfftT ffw- 
Wt<T 9 T fork it Mx- 
fvz *nft 1 

(;}) TRVrft tffr 

5TT£d xfWruf, xr tfr 
it surer 9T aR unf^tii 
it tj^jT tnft xu 
wit 1 

3. ^ frfjffafr TT'tfx (1) tr*ft w% fw* 

13(1), **r. 9 K faerrw w w tf 

4fft isrt ffftfk'T *rfa- 
vrO tf. 3 it. trtn i 3 ( 1) 
vx. «rr. «r. w 13 
( l) VAT. it 13 (11), wv. 
($$ fa-rr i( 1) faxr 

t(3) fltT.) Vf^ffTiTT 

% snfrvt 1 

(2) um^ stfaf^ 

1961 *$f UTTT 127 % 

*nftv *r*Hwv qx fircfr 
wt it fafafw *r4t 

W : t i 

(3) ttrflrft TrfvTOWT tfk 
vr^fr TrfVmqf, xr ^ ?>, 
^ stixt/qr^t rnfavt 

it ■jvwtt tnft 

VT 1 


( 2 ) T, 141 XT) Etrr qfirnTTfrxr 

x Jjifrn f. 1 

( 2 ) "Tpm sffyfxqh qft 
xixr 127 x ansfVn wr«r- 
tm r ix fMta ^7 7{ frftrfr'x 
tnft 1 

( 3 ) XTSlrTt 5Tfaflt<ijft 5fh r 
*r$xr srfa^ofT, gjT *f r 
Ht, q srrer/striv Trfvur 
sflx xx-rr 4 'tthx qtfr 
qq qre'r 1 

. [tt. T5T Stfa/q. i . -8/92-93/7 51-8 50] 
irq.tft, qvfar, fTT.atr. 

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INCOME-TAX. 

WEST BENGAE-vni 
Calcutta, the 15th June, 1902 
NOTIFICATION No. 2/92*93 

S.O. 2583.—In exercise of powers conferred on me under 
sub. sec. (l)&(2)ofSectionl20ofIiv;omoTax Act, 1961 and 
in supersession of allearlier order in this matter, I, the Comm- 
ssioner of Income-tax, West Bengal-VIII, Calcutta, hereby 
direct that Assessing Officers mentioned in the Column (2 * 
of the Schedule appended below shall perform their functions 
in respect of the following classes of persons, classes of income 
or classes of cases as described in Column 3 of tha Schedule 
below : - 

SCHEDULE 


SI. Assessing Officer Jurisdiction of the Assessing Officer 
No. 



I, New ,V=sewoe’s (i) All new cases not hitherto assess- 

Cir. 10(1), Cal. cd to tax and falling under the 

jurisdiction of the A/Os A.C. 
Cir. 10(1), Cal. I.T.O., W'ard- 
10(1) to 10(9), Cal. (erstwhile, 
Distt. 11(2) and Project Circle 
Cal.) 

(ii) AU case* specifically ns-igned 
E!/s. 127 of the l.T, Act, 1961 
from time to time. 

(iii) All now cases arising oul of 
information and petition re- 
ceived/recoivable from Govt, 
Agencies and outside agencies 
whatsoever. 


3. fasrifteft TT-fr-T (l) Tfffr V4 W fffiT% 

15 (1), D ?T. 4TT fTiJKR TR X9? 

v|f tAt: wt fWtq 
?rflJTf<t Tt. 4TT. TT^T 
15 (1) 9^T. dir. 3T. 


2. Now Assessee’s (i) AU new caes not hitherto assess- 
Cir. 13(1), Cal. cd to tax and falling under the 

jurisdiction of the A/Os A.C. 
Cir. 13(1). Cal, 1TO, Ward-13 
(1), Cal, to 13(11), Cal. (erstwhile 
Dist. 1(1) and Dist. 1(3), Calcutta.) 
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If? FT^ST 1-8-1992 % I 


(ii) All cases specifically assigned 
U/s. 127 of the l.T. Act, 1%1 
from time to time, 

(iii) All new cases arising out of 
information and petition reee- 
ived/receivable from Govt. Ag¬ 
encies and outside Agencies 
whatsoever, 

3. New Assessee's (i) All now cases not hitherto ass- 
Cir. 15(1), Cal. essed to tax and falling under the 

jurisdiction of the Assessing 
Officers A.C., Cir-15(l), Cal. 

1TO, Ward 15(1), Cal. to 15(141. 
Cal. (erstwhile Did. Ill (2), 
Cal.) 

(ii) All cases specifically assigned 
U/s, 127 of the l.T. Act, 1961 
from time to time. 

(iii) All new cases arising out of 
information and petition received/ 
receivable from Govt, Agencies 
and outside Agencies whatso¬ 
ever. 

[M. No. Jur/WB-VJII/92-93/751-850] 
S.C. SAXF.NA, C.T.T, 


Jfj^r srnrfiT frrTTT tt mmm. TWTfTr 
ffi'TPcir, 27 sprri 1 992 
*T 5 ?fT 3/92-93 

«f!T.Sir. 2 S 84 —StfafaTR 1961 

tiro 120 iTTtrrcT (1) ®r (2) % spxpfa wr 

?TiiEpfr ii srar smsfarfl snRpff % 

SRpfa JETT WlfarFlf ffiT JFrtff ffiTT fir 
STPTTT OTJ'FT ffiWfTT, 3 J 5 T 41 TWT STTTFT-U, 4 F-HAf r 
csf 3TFEFT RPJfT-Ill, TTTffr rnprjrpj f’TTvf 
t fa wpm ?nw 

51 FEFT STfaffiTtl WfffTT, Gft smm; 

ttfiw t7r-2i, TTTrrr % tnuT^rffiT Jr to- 
t aftc srmiT srnrer, 7 .*.- 7 , +n+'tit % stott 
5(1 ?FfpffT % # 4 ^ Jr TTfr ^ sifiT^FTT^ 5nr 

^ ttvt % srfafarr, srmn; 

1961 % 3TW1T1T-22 % 3TtfEf ift STT^T frsifTTff Rfa- 
4nrPwf % srfanfr m jpfrtr'^ f^rr 

fR«r 3R ®rfafar mm mPmi % ml it tjft 

IflW nffTfdq*!, 1961 4ft fTTCT 206 % ?Efti=r 
f^rcift ttt mmrr wnrrcr (rft *t t^r) ark 

5TBITT srfanfr (€tfrqrr) % sspr vrfr I 

*TW % fair f3fWT<lT rTT fa 

4TGRTTT % miH % >srfacf simr srfafFm, 

1961 % «rKrr<T-i7 sfl % ^rrwT^f % srjffa Fato 

*4"T tt ^Vir freer t gprr Jr wht 

t 


[*fan fr.'trr./^iwT- qta-fr/ 3 , 45 / 92 - 93 / 1448 - 2147 ] 
ffEEi) (^r.«fr. mm*) 

wtttt wm-III hw irmr stfjw-H 

ffifRvfrr T-fTftr 

(HJT.'fr. 5 HRFT) 

TW PTE miT'ET, 

T'T^vfTr 

office of the chief commissioner of income 
tax Calcutta 

Calcutta, the 27th July, 1992 
No. 3/92-93 

S.O. 2584.—In exercise of the powers conferred on us 
under stib-sectibns (1 > & (2) of Section 120 of the Income 
Tax Act, 1961, and under all other enabling provisions in 
this regard, we the Chief Commissioner of Income-tax, Cal¬ 
cutta the Chief Commissioner of Income Tax-11, Cal¬ 
cutta and the Chief, Commissioner of Income Tax-IH, 
Calcutta, hereby direct that the Assistant Commissioner of 
Income Tax (IDS) and the Income Tax Officers (TDS), 
Calcutta, who are functioning under the administrative 
control of the Deputy Commissioned of Income-tax, Range- 
21, Calcutta, and within the charge of the Commissioner of 
Income Tax, West Bengal VIII, Calcutta, shall, in addition 
to the powers already bestowed on them by virtue of pre¬ 
vious notifications in this fegard, exercise powers also under 
chapter-XXII of the Income Tax Act, 1961, in so far as the 
provisions of the said Chaptor relate to failure to pay to 
the credit of the Central Government tax deducted at source 
under the provisions of C.hapter-XVIT-B of the Income Tax 
Act, 1961, concurrently with the respective Assessing Officers 
in respect of the persons or the classes of persons who file 
or arc liable to file their annual returns in terms of Section 
206 of the Income Tax Act, 1961, before the aforesaid Assis¬ 
tant Commissioner of Income-tax (TDS) and Income Tax 
Officer (TDS). 

The order takes effect from 1st August, 1992. 

[No. AC/HQ /Planning/ 345192-93 /1448-2147] 

Sd/- 

(Bbuvanendra Ninam) 
Chief Commissioner 
of Income Tax-111 
Calcutta 

Sd'-"* 

(M. P. Agnrwal) 
Chief Commissioner 
of Income Tax-II 
Calcutta 

Sd/- 

(M. P. Agadwal) 

Chief Commissioner 
of Income Tax 
Calcutta 

fsf'fifir, 2 fJrUTffT, 1992 

5/92-93 

Tr.STT. 2 585.—*T. 4/92-93 fERfa 

7-8-92 TT FtfTPfi FslttET ^tr ( snW< 311^43 

(xpfYcf) TT 1-9-92 % 

15-9-92 ijtffT 1 

fa. vr./Tym./ium/ 30/92-93 ’J 

, ^fr.STTT. ?Tim 

IT 3 U mif+t STTipFf-Il 4 III F 5 T TTETTI 



tRK^T:'ST'fftr? 10 , iy-9 2 /tnfw is, i»h - 3949 

4K»4 HOT 4/90*91 3fk jTW *4467 THRU-2 
'PHrvm sttj TTfw f^rhr 16-H-90 % 44 ^rr%iT 
8/90-91 44 ffifsra jfsftER 717% §4 trcf ^pt’pt 

5rf%ft4H, 1 961 ( 1 961 44 43) %1 OT7I 120 44 74- 
sm (1) 4 (2 ) stti mm srPmi 44 4474 ^ 
r } n 3ffc ip?nr z?m th 4t*, 4f f%"7r %i 
MT 8718 Hr. 4. 279/12 l/89-WTf .Sf.^.^.^r. 
»r. 777 (f) f^rm 11-10-90% (44143 444 wf%4f 

T4I 57 fom it, Hif 474 4414 TRr 944 Wfif 

HTfwrf 71 177 m 77 % ffT jfrT 54 r-r^TT if 4 kV %t *rt 
4443 nftr-^ffisff 94 4fuTT4 77% grr ^4 srfa- 
447 % 74 44 fitt aft f^rn 44 % 77 fsmiffif 
77 §rT £, 77 0 t? 77 (f*T, ?nw 4T37T, 

4437711, *757 <41477 43434-11 74Wr %fT 3fS4 
4T477 4T434T1I 777713 <77?? ITT f%7(4 %7 & f% 
T4% 434 47R 44^37 % HffFff 2 7 flfafe 41477 
stpjw (sufor) <77 * tf%T4T % #j if 444 tft't 
77 4E34 774 f3pT% 41477 4( 4477 44-31 5H77 

«mT srfrTT W7T wtpttt 777 r ®m7 44rr 

4341 HT?7 71 f%qfT4 43*4-3 if Witt’?: 43377 

•3 

mfimfTTff/fTafTn 4f>J7ifcu % jra sftr %7 
1961 %r trrtr 240 7r 74 sttt 
( 2 ) % wx ( 7 ) % ( 4 ) if, «rm 4taf7T4, 1957 
(1 9S7 73 27) %7 ETTTT 23 77 TTUTTT ( 7 ) %J?r3’ 
(7) 7 (<ff) if, 4R77 4f4fff44, 1 958 ( 1 958 74 18) 
74 UTTT 22 74 444173 ( 111) % TINT (4) 7 (i>) if 

7*447 (7T4) 4f377 4ftlf344, 1 98 4 ( 1 98 4 7T 7 ) 
77 HITT 1 1 74 4TUF.T ( 1) if, 4T477 (fffafaffff. 

1 974 (l 974 74 4 5) %7 4173 1 5 74 4TOTO ( l) if 
3ftr744 77 4faf444, 1 987 (l 987 74 3 5) 7f 0373 
22 74 434173 (l) % 4f7 4341SJ7-7 4^433, 1953 
34 4T7T 6 2 if ufreTfjff f%»$ 31341 3 4*3^ fff | 


{UTnII—4* 3(ii)]- 

OhFICE OF I HE CHIEF COMMISSIONER OF INCOME 
TAX, CALCUTTA 

Crdcutta. the 2nd September, 1992 
No. 5/92^93 

S O. 2585.—In partial modification of the Notification No. 
4/92-93 .dated 7-8-1992 regarding the jurisdiction of the 
Commissioners of Income-tax (Appeals), Calcutta, the date of 
effect would be 15-9-1992 instead of 1-9-1992. 

[No. AC/HQ/Planning/30192-93[2420-3119] 

Sd/- 

Sd/- 

(M. P. Agarwnl) 
Chief Commissioner of 
Income-tax II & 111 
Calcutta. 

Sd/- 

IS. R. VVndhwa) 
Chief Commi' ncr of 
Tncome-trix, Calcutta 

74T34ir, 4 TETHT, 1 9 92 
3134341 4 . 3/93-93 

31.3T.2586.—^31337 3^333, 196 1 ( 1961 74 
43) ffff 4173 1 20 ffff 433171 ( 1) 4ft7 (2)9473331 
If 4 3333 44 3T3 7f»3 3(443373 HTpWfff 74 33t7 
7:73 J4■ f 3133)7 41373 3^34 3317-8 7377141 
4333371 f437 731 i fff 4473 [{J 4(%4f 34 3fil- 
344 473 g3 4T3T7 4f3747> 3E $ 10(8), 7TOT 
43 rfff 3R1 f40ff7f33f 37 434> 4fil33f731 74 43(3 
373 3fl 3F 4T333 TTfimfl 41* 1 0( 1) T333ffi 
9.I7T fTorfftff f33 433. 3 I 

m. 3174 f^3f fi 19-8-92 if 3 4I4f $t3r I 

f33.4. ^3r/'f,3.-8/92-93/1 626] 
9.4.31. 47371, 41437 41347 

Calcutta, the 4th August. 1992 

NOTIFICATION NO. 3/92-93 

S.0.2586.—In exercise ol the powers conferred on metflider 
Sub-sec. (1) & (2) of Sect on 120 of Income Tax Act, 1961 
(43 of 1961) and all other powers enabling me in this 
behalf, I, the Commissioned of Income-tax, West Bengal-VllI, 
Caucutla, hereby direct that in supersession of all earlier 
orders to this effect, (he Income Tax Officer, Ward 10(8), 
Calcutta shall 1 exercise iurisditlon over nil the Chinese 

assiusees who, have, hitherto been tsse-’sed by Income Tax 
Officer. Ward-lO(l), Calcutta. 

This Older takes effect from 19th August, 1992. 

[F. No. Jur/WB-VIIl/92-93/1626] 

S. C. SAXENA, C.I.T. 

4f4T4T, 7 43H3, 1992 . . 

.4/ 4/92-93 

44.41,2 537.—^ 4T47T7 4FJ43, 4r4TfTl ftTTl 
'TTPCff 1-11-90 ^ ^41^4 TfStTT 2/90-91 7|WT 

4 1 4F3 4Fft3-3 413744 3371 4lf73 5-11*90% 


2. TT 4TTF7 4%3, 7T* 447T f7#7 73 

4T u473 44 74 4f3^33I % 47417 FT 4417 3 £4t 
4417 if H4T31Rf7".r 7 T 43 gf, 43447 4T474 
(4474) fWfr 4417 4 4^ 4T4T7 4lS/4FT:TT5f4 
W 4441 4444 afff nfflffF-ffVR- f-fiq 4 ^ |f % 4411 
44 4T44J7 41*/4%4/f44'l %3 41 44% 44 if 34 

fffOTTff 4 4444 441 T4 4f%^44T % 4T(J ifR % 
(4444 34 4fraR 4414 44 '% 4T4 %%T 

%f f%f4 4, E 4T4TFTf74 f%3 413% tt ?4f,3 f%T714 
74 434T7 4FJ44 73414 % ST?T f%3 4144 fffffffft 
4F3 4Ff,/4TF7/f4?f4 %4 5T44T 7434 44 F3HPTf<4 
f%7 44 iff -I 

3 . 45 ?rfag;44r f%4tc 1 - 9-93 4 4f4. 1 




395 J 


THE G;\znr£ or INDIA : OCTOBER 10, 1992/ASVINA 18 , 1914 [Part 11— Sec. 3(ii) ] 


rnr-TR wrra (AOtr) rr trarpirr? 


3:. *iiw Trpm (gfH) •fcnPirrn: 

#. Vi rranr 



1 . mrraTrrrra (*r) (3) stphr; rrrrra Pnrr 

1 , qT-rp-TT t'^r- 7 , wm 

(*rr) snwe srpjqRT rr- 

7, ^'' ? TPtTT % I TT i T- 

pr r*rt Prater srPrrrfr 1 


1 2 3 


PART PraW 

Rftrrrfr 1 

5. ?erra: ?TrEjpr (?r) mure srrrra, ter 

(*. )-5, rrWrTT 8, % wft# 

‘tpri rat frater 

¥rftTPRf 

(*rr) ?tptp 7 ^nrra, ter 
16 , r>rrrm t srtfpr 
frpjTrT etft Prater 

HfjPR't I 


(?) wnncc TTFf^'T, Pn>FT 
Dr 1, r-T'TTPTT I 
(I) srrrra -jrpqrar, er 
2 0, «PTPrn‘ ki snaPr 

ertra rot PraW 
afErrfr 1 

(^) rTr-fR •H'lRTT, f#5fc 
ter 12 , 'T'Wttt 1 

2 . STCW* srPJfT (w. )-2 (tr) RTWT TTT^PT, tR- 
WTeT 2, VRPm ^ sr*rPr 

Titer 6’-i> Prater 
STfffTTiTl I 


(r) wrror wper, j%sh 

^JT-9, ^RPTir I 

6. RTrTT WPJW, (?f) "aTTlR “TPl-fFT, Pet? 

(Ar)-6, ter-2, PTPfn I 

(*TT) STINTe 7IITO 7*3- 

II t-ttytt '4: wTrrf 
Titer *rrt Prater 
?riwrtt 1 

(r) srme erraer, ter 
10 , Term % snfPr 
TWer ITiU faqffOT 
Rprerfr 1 


3 . rktt -crrcjrr (trr) - 3 (e) ¥rirr< 3qfw, apt 

SRTPPT 6, TOTeT % STlfpT 

mter *nft Prater 

srftrrrtt 1 

(trr) %n^ax srr^ra, frra 
te>T ll, T-TTvIT I 
(s) *rrrre errrm, ter 

21 , T'WfTT % sefte Tit¬ 
er err Prater afaerfr 
(f) mw 5- erraer tf3T- 
13, % SltPT 

Titer tuft Prater 

rrftmet 1 

(rj) rTTTTt; 3TFJTT te*T- 
1 5, WttIT t WefPl 
Titer rrtt Prater 

efarre 1 

(T>) WPTfR PltSTT (rR- 
re qz) Tente 9 : 
serrafrT Prra<ritfPr 
it# water rvfr 

Prater ^ftr^rct 1 

4 . erarerrpjTT (n) rtwtt ynijTr ttr- 

(r)-4, WTOT 12, WPfTT % W#tT 


(f) WTWT -39TfTcr, 

t^r, p?rrnT 4 fr 
k' WcfH narei »r4r 

Prater TTfa-^rtV 1 
(r) iffwpc ■ 3 'fT^rT, f#i>Tr 
tr- 8 , Prrmr 1 

7 . rtttr wi^fr (*r) Rrrpr ^Tr^Tr, t-r 

(^l)-7, •P'TTPIT 1, 9 RWt 1T % imftrr 

'rr^ra ?nfr PrahR 

TrfypRt 1 

(?tt) rpw’; ^rryrr, kitr 
tpi-io, vrrar 1 

». rarpe TTr^rr (w) rttp< “irm-r, tpr- 

(r)- 8 , rrrr?RT 5, t ratr 

vtfrtr wft Prarer 
?rfippnft 1 

(rt ) wrarrc ^rrijrr, Per r 

t^r-1 8 , Piwr 1 

9. ^nrrR: RT’jrr (rr) rtwc 'rreirr, t-r- 

(r)- 9, prr'TT 4 , PR-era % rTPt 

rrifra Prater 

RfarrCt 1 

(=5ir) RTrr:»; -rrpjrr, 

Proa t'Wr 5, r:e,ir.nr 
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1 2 3 


(?) 19Ti ^ dHT'j+l, Rif- 

18, wrft^r 

TEfTiT Tf*ft fW^T 
nrfwrft i 

(f) ?nwc grrpr^, 

*fK t^r, wnr-Tffr?r % 
snffa Tr*ft »Frnf^cr 

SlflPfint i 

(^) *nw? faiTfa 

R7T- 2 0, +?i'Titi i I 

(w) smr^ Rjt- 

14, TM-^r % snffa 
*?Tth?r Kvfr faq fa'll 
srRpfipft i 

(wt) ’m I'M 'ti <. TTrtf^r, 

17 , ^RTtn % sraTfi- 
'ppfrs fr4r frafrar 
srterft i 

(?) smtw< fa<?fa 

^r-3, i 

(i) mw?: y'TW, fagrq 
V'Jf- 1 3, i t> r 1 c tirlT I 
(?) smm -jrrwr, faiT 
V'ji- l o, ^<htir i 
(a) ffmT W^i 

t^r- 19, ^?WtTT i 

(?r) ?rm? gqrwr, ^r- 

3, *pTE?tTT % iTtft^ 

tct r*ft faufrar srfimft i 

( ?TT) ^TPT^R j'1 1M‘t r 1, 

fqTjfqr tfjf- 4, Wi^i^nT I 
(i) WTWT: "TT^JR, f^jir 
^™r-14, 'F'TOTTT I 
(f) STEFfiT ^TT^'TrT, fagfa 
^?-15, I 

(-?) TOT TnrqTTT, fa^TT 
'/ ,_j f-17, ^ r i^nl I 

(*T) TTPT'PT: TTRIT, W 
9 , #f srKft^T 

'pnf'TST Tnft Praftw 

I 

(wt) um< ’^tefet, R3t- 

19, TTTTOT ¥ TTSfR 
wfrTfr *mt fasrfrw 
wfavrfr i 


1 2 3 


(f ) WT OTEJ^T, fast 

^Tjf- 6, ^TTPPtTT 1 


[tt. *r. w./ jjjhe/tTsett/30/92-93] 

faro [irt . ft. 

Tf^T ’41^T ! MI^'t'1-III TJTsir -mEWR STEFET-II 

^EFfiTTf Ep^TWT 

e*t. fr. 

EW iTEFfR ?ETTT, 

Calcutta, the 7th August, 1992 
No. 4|92-93 

S.O. 2587.—In partial modification of earlier orders No. 
2|90-91 dated 1-11-90 passed by the Chief Commissioner of 
Income tax, Calcutta, 4|90-91 dated 5-11-90 passed by the 
Chief Commissioner of Income-tax-111, Calcutta and 8|90-91 
dated 16-11-90 passed by the Chief Commissioner of Income-’ 
Tax-JJ, Calcutta, and in exercise of Ibe powers conferr ed by 
sub-sections (1) & (2) of Sect on 120 of the Income ‘fax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) and in exercise of powers conferred 
on us by the Central Board of Direct Taxes, New Delhi, vide 
its Notification No, 8748 in F. No. 279j 121|89-ITJ S.O. No. 
777(E) dated 11-10-90 and ull other powers enabling us in 
this behalf and in supersession of all earlier Notifications 
made in this behalf, except in respect of things done or 
omitted to be done before such supersession, We, the Chief 
Commissioner of Income Tax, Calcutta, Chief Commissioner 
of Incomc-tax-11, Calcutta and Chief Commissioner of In¬ 
come Tax-Ill, Calcutta, hereby direct that the Commissioners 
of Income Tax (Appeals) specified in column 2 of the sche¬ 
dule attached hereto, shall perform their functions in respect 
of such persons assessed to Iucomc-tax or Wealth Tax or 
Gift Tax or Sur-tax or Interest Tax or Expenditure Tax or 
Estate Duty by the Income Tax AuthoritieslAssessing Offi¬ 
cers specified in column 3 thereof as arc aggrieved by any 
orders mentioned in clauses (a) to (h) of sub-section (2) 
of Section 246 of the Income Tax Act, 1961, clauses (a) to 
(o) of sub-section (1A) of Section 23 of the Wealth Tax 
Act, i9J7 (27 of 1957), clauses (a) to (e) of sub-section (1A) 
of Sectidn 22 of the Gift Tax Act, 1958 (18 of 1958), sub¬ 
section (1) of Section II of the Companies (Profit) Sur-tax 
Act, 1984 (7 of 1984), sub-section (1) of Section 15 of the 
Interest Tax Act, 1974 (45 of 1974) and sub-section (1) 
of Section-22 of the Expenditure Tax Act, 1987 (35 of 1987) 
and Section-62 of the Estate Duty Act, 1953, 

2. Where an Income Tax Circle, Ward or Special Range 
or part thereof stands transferred by this Notification from 
one charge to another appeals arising out of the assessments 
made in this Income-tax Ward/Circle/Special Range or part 
thereof and ponding immediately before the dato from which 
this Notification takes effect, before the Commissioner of 
Income-tax (Appeal) from whoso charge that Income Tax 
Ward /Circle/Special Range or part thereof is transferred 
shall, from the dato from which this Notification trk s effect, 
bo transferred to and dealt with by the Commi-.sinner of 
Income Tax (Appeals) to whom the said Ward/Ci. k- Spocial 
Range or part thereof is transferred. 

3. Thjs Notification takes effect from 1-9-1992. 


10. ■MEFfiT STEfET 

(w)-10, 


11 . grnprr, 

(5f)-l 1, qrTTfim 


i2. SIPWT 5TPJ s RT 

(<f)-12, *t> pi'll til 


2413 OI/92-4. 
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SCHEDULE 

Jurisdiction of the Commissioner of 
Income Tax (Appeals) 


Si. Designation of Jurisdiction 

No. Commissioner of 
Income Tax 
(Appeals) 

1 ~2 ' ' 3 


1. Commissioner of 
Income Tux 
(Appeals)-l, 
Calcutta. 


(a) Deputy Commissioner of Income 
Tax, Special Range-7, Calcutta. 

(b) All Assessing Officers function¬ 
ing under Deputy Commissioner 
of Income Tax Range-7, Cal¬ 
cutta, 


2, Commissioner of 
Income Tax 
(Appeals)-n, 
Calcutta. 

3. Commissioner of 
Income Tax 
(Appoals)-III, 
Calcutta. 


4. Commissioner of 
Income Tax 
(Appeals)-IV, 
Calcutta. 


(c) Deputy Commissioner of Income 
Tax, Special Range-1, Calcutta. 

(d) All Assessing Officers function¬ 
ing under Deputy Commissioner 
of Income Tax, Range-20, 
Calcutta, 

(e) Deputy Commissioner of Income 
Tax.^Special Rango-12, Calcutta. 

(a) All Assessing Officers function¬ 
ing under Deputy Commissioner 
of Income Tax, Range-2, 
Calcutta. 

(a) All Assessing Officers functioning 
under Deputy Commissioner of 
Income Tax, Range-6, Calcutta. 

(b) Deputy Commissioner of Income 
Tax, Special Range-11, Calcutta. 

(c) All Assessing Officers functioning 
under Deputy Commissioner of 
Inconro Tax, Range-21, Calcutta. 

(d) All Assessing Officers functioning 
under Deputy Commissioner of 
Income Tax, Range-] 3, Calcutta. 

(e) All Assessing Officers functioning 
under Deputy Commissioner of 
Income Tax, Range-15, Calcutta, 

(f) All Assessing Officers under the 
administrative control and sub¬ 
ordinate to the Director of 
Income Tax (Incomo Tax Ex¬ 
emption), Calcutta. 

(a) All Assessing Officers functioning 
under Deputy Commissioner of 
Income-tax, Range-12, Calcutta, 


(a) All Assessing Officers functioning 
under Deputy Commissioner of 
Income-tax, Range-8, Calcutta. 

(b) All Assessing Officers functioning 
under Deputy Commissioner of 
Income-tax, Range-16, Calcutta. 

(c) Deputy Commissioner of Income 
Special Range-9, Calcutta. 

6, Commissioner of (a) Deputy Commissioner of Income 
Income tax Tax, Special Range-2, Calcutta. 

(Appeals)-VI, (b) All Assessing Officers functioning 
Calcutta. under Deputy Comrnissioer of 

Income-Tax, Range-11, Calcutta 


5. Commissioner of 
Income-tax, 
(Appeals)-V, 
Calcutta. 


1 


2 


7. Commissioner of 
Income-tax 
(Appeals)»vll, 
Calcutta. 

8. Commissioner of 
Income tax 
(Appeals)-VIII, 
Calcutta. 


9. Commissioner of 
Income-tax 
(Appeals)-IX, 
Calcutta. 


10. Commissioner of 
Income-Tax 
(Appeals)-X, 
Calcutta. 


11, Commissioner of 
Income-tax 
(Appeals)-XI, 
Calcutta. 


12. Commissioner of 
Income-tax, 
(Appcals)-Xll, 
Calcutta. 


3 

(c) All Assessing Offlcors functioning 
under Deputy Commissioner of 
income Tax, Range-10, Calcutta. 

(d) All Assessing Officers functioning 
under Deputy Commissioner of 
Tncome-tax, Jalpaiguri Range, 
Jalpaiguri. 

(e) Deputy Commissioner of Income 
Tax, Special Range-8, Calcutta. 

(a) All Assessing Officers functioning 
order Deputy Commissioner of 
Incomo Tax, Range-1, Ci Lutta. 

(b) Deputy Commissioneroflncome- 
tax Special Range-10, Calcutta. 

(a) All Assessing Officers functioning 
under Deputy Commissioner of 
Income-tax, Range-5, Calcutta. 

(b) Deputy Commissioner of Income- 
tax, Special Range-18, Calcutta. 

(a) All Assessing Officers functioning 
under Doputy Commissioner of 
Income-tax, Range-4, Calcutta. 

(b) Deputy Commissioner of Income- 
tax, Special Range-5, Calcutta. 

(c) All Assessing Officers functioning 
under Deputy Commissioner of 
Income-tax, Rango-18, Calcutta. 

(d) All Assessing Officers functioning 
under Deputy Commissioner of 
Income Tax, Asansol Range, 
Asansol. 

(e) Deputy Commissioner of Income 
Tax, Special Range-20, Calcutta. 

(a) All Assessing Officers functioning 
under Deputy Commissioner of 
Income-tax Range-14, Calcutta. 

(b) All Assessing Officers functioning 
under Doputy Commissioner of 
Income-tax, Range-17, Calcutta. 

(c) Deputy Commissioner oflncome- 
tax, Spocial Range-3, Calcutta. 

(d) Deputy Commissioner of Income- 
tax, Spocial Range-1 i, Calcutta. 

(e) Deputy Commissioner of Income- 
tax, Special Range-16, Calcutta. 

(f) Deputy Commissioner of Income- 
tax, Special Range-19, Calcutta. 

(a) All Assessing Officers functioning 
under Deputy Commissioner of 
Income-tax Range-3, Calcutta. 

(b) Deputy Commissionerof Income- 
tax, Special Rnngo-4, Calcutta. 

(c) Deputy Commiss oner of Income- 
tax, Special Rango-14, Calcutta. 

(d) Deputy Commissioner of Income- 
tax, Special Range-15, Calcutta. 

(e) Deputy Commissioner olTncome- 
tax, Special Range-17, Calcutta. 

(a) All Assessing Officers functioning 
under Deputy Commissioner of 
Income-tax Range-9, Calcutta. 

(b) All Assessing Offlcors functioning 
under Deputy Commissioner of 
Income-tax, Range-19, Calcutta. 
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(c) Deputy Commissioner Income- 
tax, Special Range-6, Calcutta. 

[No. AC/HQ/Planning/30/9293] 

BHUVANENDRA NIGAM M.P. AGARWAL 
Chief Commissioner of Chief Commissioner of 

Income-tax-Ill, Calcutta, lncoinc-Tax-II, Calcutta. 

M.P. Agarwal, 

Chief Commissioner of Income-tax, Calcutta, 


TffTOsft, 29 TOTT7, 1992 

77.AT. 2588:—ITJf'TftPE t'PTTT XtfaTOff (UTW mf TOT) 
7fErf4T7, 1948 ( 1948 77 _ 4 14t) 74 3TTT 2 % 44t (T) % 

77777 ft %r?w 7 ttto pto jrcr srnvr tt tottttp, ftErr^r it 
TtfptT p 4 f wr totto/ 43 i TOfrf, 92 <3 47771 #e to top 
Trrif fat) srffTtfd wft ft 1 

[it.-4330/ 1 / 92 ] 

jfr.si. tmnNr, (4f.4f.tj7.) 

MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
New Delhi, the 29th August, 1992 

S.O. 2588.—In pursuance of the Clause (a) of the Sec¬ 
tion 2 of the Diplomatic and Consular Officers (Oaths and 
Fees) Act, 1948 (41 of 1948), the Central Government 
hereby authorises Shri R. Jawahad, Assistant, in the High 
Commission of India, Singapore to perform the duties of 
Consular Agent with effect from 1-7-92. 

[No. T-4330/1/92] 
Y. P. SINGH, Under Secy. (P.V.S.) 

Tftfttfaf, 29 777T, 1992 

47. TO. 2589:—Tr47f7T 4fafaf wfaTO/f (777 P4*f 
TOT) wfflfWT 1948 ( 1948 TO 414t) 4?) IpT 2 % 4T 
(<p) % 77777 Jf #3jff7 5tfR <J74 SHT TO7T TO $71477 | 
twR if TifPTT «ff 4f% 7E47T 74 1 199 2 TfTOft 

tjifs TO 774 7T7t 4t faij ITTftfTfT TTflf ft I 

[<Tt.IT. f7$, TOTO <Tfw (4f .4) .1(7 . ) 
[it-43 3o/l/92] 

New Delhi, 29th August, 1992 

S.O. 2589.—In pursuance of the Clause (a) of the Sec¬ 
tion 2 of the Diplomatic and Consular Officers (Oath and 
Fees) Act, 1948 (41 of 1948), the Central Government 
hereby authorises Shri P. K. SBrkar, Assistant, In the 
Embassy of India, Riyadh, to perform the duties of Con¬ 
sular Agent with effect from 1-7-92. 

[No. T-4330/1 /92] 
Y. P. SINGH, Under Secy. (P.V.S.) 

7$ fofaf, 29 TOTTO, 1992 

to.TO. 259u :—TTsprfiTT TFETf uhrtrof (mvr 747 

TOT) 7 M 777 1948 ( 1948 47 414+) Tt HITT 2 J sf T 
(t) % TOJ777 if WRT 7E47T TTTaUT TO77 TO J7T4T7 
fwsr if TlfTW «Tt tf.TOT. <nrf Tt 9 77Tf, 1992 it Thrift 
7^7 TO TO7 % fap glftl^PT TTtft ft I 

[ET —4 3 30/ l/( 92)] 
<ff. 7 , fa?, 7TE (4f.4f,l(7, ) 


New Delh', the 29th August, 1992 

S.O, 2590.—In pursuance of (he Clause (a) of the Sec¬ 
tion 2 of the Diplomatic and Consular Officers (Oaths and 
Frees) Act, 1948 (41 of 1948), the Central Government 
hereby authorises Shri B. R, Verrna, Assistant In the Em¬ 
bassy of India Riyadh, to perform the duties of Consular 
Agent with effect from 9-7-92, 

[No. T-4330/1/92] 
Y, P. SING H. Under Secy. (P.V.S.) 

urfaw %tt7 

(777 faiTTOF, TOPHTpuW TO 477177 ) 

TOtfa 

7^ fafaf, 16f7TOTO, 1992 

TO.TO. 2591 :—’ft 5TT U T 7)7 fafTT sff-63, fdDPTi^fa £(7, 
7# fafaf TO fcrim if 'JE'ft fTOTO 7D 4ft fa4f If'T'T % 71?7 

irfcj? Ifar fttFETPEtT utrrf 4*77*)- 2 0 0 PT TOT WOT ftn* 3TTE 
ftp#, 1(7^7-3150 X 6000 PTV 47 sffE fftVX ftv¥ J^fippPE 

jfhrr fttTTErifapTiSEFtjifi-soonx 40 <01 t 7777 % 

fair 23,87,009 477 (?)f7 Wt TTTfa) ifTTE 4) TOT 1 TOJT) 

TO 7 T tffalTOT faTO»ff TtftlE 7 'ft/Tft/^ft/2128405 
2 5-11-01 f44T <T4T TO I 

TP it ■J’pfdd rrnpPr 'Q piurTOa, 101147 Hfp At tr^fdfp 
Tlfa Tfa % fart xfiHtT TO fgTO I f«P <T? 7# Tiff 

4 ft <rt tmt fjTO ijt ft 1 Tryft urif ifff sft dfmrT ft fr 
<TT#»T TfriTTTOT 501147 ilfd f'TOir vff (ftTTTOT mftJTTff % 

717 7'7r?,7 7^1 TTTt Iff «ft 3 (Ve 47fa<( TfalTOT 77)77 Jlfa 
T 774 47 fTTJTO '4) TPnm 7^f g71 ft | 

2. 774 74* % 7747 if 7r#7HTff 7 TtEft 'lfs 7 T, ft; 

7741 f¥B47 737 ^TTC Ttfftff 4774 TO PT 7'WRT 4TfaT7 
fT7T ft I 47771T ff T^rE ft fa Ulf 7 fftffMf 7. 4r/4t/ 4 )/ 

2128405 f47I7T 25-11-91 iff <J7 rffTTTOT 77147 Tfa Tftf 
<jf 7i 777T 77 ftt 7f ft I 77: TOl7sitf7-l 7T77 (fTTOTOl) 
7T47, 1955 fftTfa 7-12-1955 4ff 77 7I1T 9(77) 4r TOT# 
arm FfalTTf 77 77f7 4# gt 777 7T7 fafTT 4ft 4Tfa 4ff 7# 
747 »J7 TfTTTpT S7')47 afa 7° aflffaf/ 2 1 2 8 4 0 5 ftrtT 
25-11-91 Op 4 JRT Tf TRTf ft I 

3. 777 7)477 iff rflUTTOT 77f47 717 TO 7^fal7 TlEf 

Tf TOT7 7 4l(f iff 4T Tftf ft I 

[7. fffaf/2/36-714 t)7 1(7 tl/91-92/l20] 
77101 1E4T, 77 747 f7<f4T, Wimn-lpufo 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 

(Office of ihe Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

S.O, 2591.—Sh. Pran Nath Mehta B-36, Nizamuddin East 
New Delhi were a C.C.P. No. P|CGI2128405 dated 25-11-91 
for Rs. 23,87,009 (Rupees Twenty three lakhs Eighty Seven 
Thousand & Nine only) for import of Second Hand horizon¬ 
tal borers WD-200-one No. Second Hand Pland Millers, HZ 
3150X6000 one No, and second hand universal Gear 
hobber ZFWZ-5000 X 40 one No. Under his own foreign 
exchange saving abroad. 

The firm has applied for issue of Duplicate copy of Cus¬ 
toms purposes copy of the above mentioned licence cn the 
ground that the original Customs purposes copy of the 
licence has been lost or misplaced. It has further been stated 
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that the Customs purposes copy of the licence was not re¬ 
gistered with any Customs Authority and as such the value 
of Customs Purpose copy has not been utilised at all. 

In support of their contention, the licensee has filed an 
allldavit on stamped paper duly sworn in before a Notary 
Public. I am accordingly satisfied that the original 
Customs purposes copy of C.C.P. No. P|CG]2128405 
dated 25-11-91 has been lost or misplaced by the firm. In 
exercise of the powers conferred under sub-clause 9(cc) of 
the Import (Control) Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955 as 


amended the said original Customs Purposes copy No. P|CG| 
2128405 dated 25-11-91 issued to Plan Nath Mehta, is 
hereby cancelled. 

A dpulicate Customs Purposes copy of the said licence is 
being issued to the party separately. 

[F. No. CO. H/36-INS/91-92/120] 

ANITA PATHEJA, Dy. Chief Controller of Imports BDd 

Exports. 


JTTtrfTO ^Fh, nriiffwwt frFTfa fwiftc 

FRlftF IfW WIT) 

4^ Rf4), 21 fFTFFT, 1992 

'RT.ft. ?592.—FTFfhr trm wjt) fanF, 1987 % farm 7 * ^faFF ( 1 ) tD ws (tr) 4r F^Ftwir Froffa fft% ^ nr^jm 
FfsrgfarF ttpf J fa; fare/Pro Froffa ffff/fftttt, sufa fa^TF if fa<tt fft |/fan ipr ^ 5/4 TFrfa.T (ft fot |/fft fo (j: 1 

FF^sf) 


IT, 


wrfafr Frcffa FFFft(»tt)) 4 wr, ufa affa ttffa'f; 


Ftf FFTftF FFTTT 3TTT FfaFfFF 
FTTFttT Ht+lF V4 41 OT-l7'r, tffa 

Ttlf ^r, iffai. rffatri 


rmf'T4 faf«r 


(_0__ _ (2)____ (3) 

1, wrft(w: 302-2-201 ( 1992) *F ^ fft far*[F FTfaFT & ^TtfTT — 

TIFT 2-faftpI xfaOTf »f* 2 01 OFf) F>f »TT% finT^RT ff)7T 

2- Fit FTT: 53 4-1992 "faffa fafitl'.^ WT^ ITT : 534-1974 

(TfFFT JTffaTtir) 

4. FT<t[F : 654-1992 OT FT fa®fa FT*f) fa^) ufa HTW, FFfYt: FZ#- Ftf t(TT : 6S4-1 972 

faftre 

(rfFm grrffopir) 

4. wrftFT: 8 0 9-1992 TTFTFtr 5FTfaRt 4t PFFI Wf FT fafjfa ^ t*» FT$ t*F : 809-1970 

FFTlflfaftr^ 

(Tffanr gtrflww) 

5. FT t".H : 1077-1992WT Pin I"! FTFFF FTf 5) fF|) Ft) fe-fafsjP^ Ftf t^F : 1077-1986 

('TtFFTJFfltfTF) 

6. FT$ IF ; 1200 (Fli 28) : 1992 FFF fFFfal l)FTFfaF ^WhFfrF TOtl- 

q5) fafF FFT 2 a-wfa T)HF FttF 

7. FT# t(F : 1576—1992 fifFF TfafaFT) S>F 4 f tffa-fafw 

8- FrfFrr; 2047-19 92 ^TEflfaFFfFFtn^ 4f) i^fam FTFTf) (FTTTT Frf tT^j ; 2 047- 1979 
foF tn^) -faftrte 
(^ftt grOwr) 

9. FTi tJF : 3347 (frE 8/F«rcT 2 )-1992 FflfaF TfRTFTTF if snip! ^ — 

4)4 tflF jtFFTFPT \f»IFt % FTFTF FFT 8.52 fat 4) TtfaiF 2 FT^ FFT 

10. FT^ FF : 3648 (ft£ 1)-1992 FFFPwt StFfaffar frg V)fa F%F FFT 1 WtftfF : 3640 (FT* 1)-1 966 
FFfattt) TF^lftFTf itg FTFFF F^OTr stVt fFFTlfTF 

(F^FTJFflTOT) 

11. FT^t(F : 4426-1 992FFtWFTT ^ ifiF % % FtfF faftmt trrf tJF : 4426-1967 

(l^FT yfafarF) 

12- FtitiF: 4896-1 992 FFf4f SrFnWt FTtSrfFWF FhfrFTF J7FTF 5FT5F1 Frf rr^ ; 4896-1976 

fafarfe 

(l^T7T JHfltHF) 

13. FT< tfF 5969—1992 0!1 ^ W) FlfFTf—faftlfa? ff : 5969—1970 

(T^TTJFpfaNl) 


1992-03-31 

1992-03-31 

1992-03-31 

1992-03-31 

1992-01-31 

1992-03-31 

1992-01-31 

1992-03-31 

1992-03-31 

1992-03-31 

1992-03-31 

1 992-03-3 1 

1992-03-31 
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17*777707131: wtijto 10, .91)2/7Tfaro in, io 1 4 


(l)__ ( 2 ) _ __( 3 ) 

M. *nf f^r: 5986 - 1 992TOfTO ■ajtr 77fW SW ^ TO #f?»T7f*TO7 5986-1970 

f%, 47 TO, irft 3ffa 'fi’TI -faftlfa STft TO • 3 74 7 -1 98 2 aftr 

fwyrftew) arr# to : 5372-1 oho 

15. Wlf TO: 6068—1992 TTOlfc (J$ TOffaTT-TOlt WTlfaft (jaffal$ fTO WI^TO 6068-1970 

froffr) -mw«FT 

('nprryrftwn) 

16. WT( TO 1 6390 (91^ 2)“1992 E fa7 ®prff fa^TOT 7% 77T§ JTvfV^T- — 

fafttfc 

TOT 2 TOUT ^FT% 7% W%1iTTT* 

17 . : 6578-1992 srg^r ifa-fro#', stttwit-wttto ajfa totpt wTfTO : 6578-1972 

(7![wt jrttw) 

18. tnfqw: 665 4-19 92 7+7*1(11771—irifTOrf+Tl TOTITOft Wlf TO : 66 54- 1 982 

(irrnjmfru n) 

19. TTT^TO : 7074 (TT+ l)-1992 TO<77T?T7l TFJTOlf |§7%C WT7 1, W1TO7 flrf +3 : 7074 (fit 1) — 19 7 3 
w%TTO 

20. wt<to : 7129-1992Tfaftiro TTsfl'?: 1 Wf-ftftife wt^to : 7129 - 197.1 

(llJHT JT+ftim) 

21 . WT$TO : TO48-19 92+5TT2if*rfTO^TT-fafinfe wrf^fl : 7548-1975 

('T^nyrOwq) 

22. TOSTO ; 9299 (<TT t 3/t7-s)-1992 fal^ W7 W7W 71 774 if'7 WWn — 
tttot nTtnfriT fltpr ?iPftfY wft 3-0779 motft 7 + fafirfe nf 5 —toto: 

% *7 Jr tot wwtt swift 

23- Wl^TO: 10386 (TT# 5)- 1992gWT+fffTT-7+t TO% ifaiftTOT % fptfal — 

STTO47 aftT TUrwOT ^ '017 5 fan 7 7*51 

24. mf TO : 10987-1992 ^777 WmH fc§ ’ffTOf/’f Tft WTfTO-' 10987-19S4 

71737 tottct * totw 2* % famro, fa+roro, TfVarw affa #**rm 

7+ftfa(%lT 

(T^yjftMTr) 

2 5. WT# P[7T : 11601 (tt£ 2 )-1992 TfioTO faTT^fc fa<lTO4T 77 7 M]|7>4 — 

faftnit tot 2 (ffws: faafafe % f 74 T 7 &ffaiTtir vrf^?r 7 ft oftnm fafar 
(ofw Ppt wfwTWr'i Tftam) 

26. WTf TO : 12448 (TO 8)-1992 5%7jtfa7T TOwft fafJO TtftrTl — 

7773 ^ 7JTT»pT TttSTW ifUTF 3 sffa Jim fafSTT 
TOT 8 71+737 7<V7T7 (olfaffi) afto Olfw T%WW TTfjT+f 3%r rffat 7T 
27- mfttn: 1 3202-1 992 1JT7 \TTtf JTT-faftlfe 

28. Wl^TO: 13259-1992 fTI^ 71*171 7% *1(177 It TTfa 71% f7J:T-74+- — 

7. if<71 5faftTPt 

29. Wlf TO : 13268-1992 fl'%1'll7T«l #ifa-iTI<failiT (%4M f 

30. WlfTO : 13270-1992 affa ifc sffa ■ffa’WTTffa 8TT1 faf 77 7f>W7 

31. 132 8 7-1992 nPTfaTTT^tlt % Tpft fTTTrfa % Sl77 — 

32- flTflTT: 13293-1992 TO 71f7T7 TfnTTTt 6TOF7 Efawt TftOT — 

faftmt 

33. WT#TO: 13295-1 992 OTTt sfk apfl 01^ ^?fl7 % TTftTTrf ^ 47t — 

% >JT.W1 «{T SlV TOt $ TO1TO 7% ftfa %%tT 

3 4. mf : 13300-1992 fafarr Alfaro T^ftrrt (f)<WA7> 3%r tft- — 

rtfttf77i)-faftrfe 


( 4 ) 

1992-03-31 


1992-03-31 


1992-03-31 


19 9 3-03-31 


1992-03-3 1 

1992-03-31 

1992-03-31 


1992-03-31 


1992-04-30 


1992-03-3 1 


19.92-03-31 


1 9 9 2' 0 4- 3 0 


1992-03-31 


1992-03-31 

1992-03-31 


1992-03-31 

1992-03-31 

1992-03-31 

1992-03-31 


1 992-03-31 


1992-03-31 


57 7T7T7 7% 7f77t nTT^fa 0T77T Pjff, TOW 7TTO, 9 7TOT7 FlTf TO TO7, 7# frofr- n 0 0 0 2 aiV jtTOT 'FPrfsftft: Tiff, 7TOTOT, 
attr TOFT 3%T TOUT 777^7% : TOTOWT7, ^TOV, 71707, TtfT^Y, IW7T7, TOJT, TOTT 3%T fTOTO % frof % ^ TOTO7 

| I 

[ti, %.si.fa./13 : 2] 

<FT . Ttfa^FFT, WTO TOTfffaurTT 
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MINISTRY OF CIVIL SUPPLIES CONSUMER AFFAIRS & PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION 


BUREAU OF INDIAN STANDARDS 



New Delhi, the 1st September, 1992 



S.O. 2592.—In pursuance of clause(b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian 

Standards Rules 1987, The Bureau of Indian standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standard(s), Parti¬ 
culars of which is/are given in the Schedule hereto annexed, has/have been established on the date indi- 

cated against each: 




THE SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. Year and Title of the Indian 

No. and year of the Indian 

Date of Establishment 

No. 

Standard(s) Established 

Standard or Standards, 
if any, superseded by the 
new Indian Standard 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

IS : 302-2-201 (1992) Safety of household and 
similar electrical appliences 

Part 2 Particular Requirements Section 201 
Electric immersion Water Heaters 

— 

1992-03-31 

2. 

IS : 534-1992 Benzene—Specification 
(Third Revision) 

IS :534-1974 

1992-03-31 

3. 

IS : 654-1972 Clay roofing tiles, magrlore 
pattern—Specification 
(Third Revision) 

IS : 654-1972 

1992-03-31 

4. 

IS : 809-1992 Rubber flooring materials for 
general purposes—Specification 
(First Revision) 

IS : 809-1970 

1992-03-31 

5. 

IS : 1077-1992 Common burnt clay building 
bricks—Specification 
(Fifth Revision) 

IS : 1077-1986 

1992-01-31 

6. 

IS : 1200 (Part 28) 1992 Method of building 
and civil engineering works Part 28 Sound 
insulation work. 


1992-03-31 

7. 

IS : 1576-1992 Solid pressboard, for electrical 
purposes—Specification 

— 

1992-01-31 

8. 

TS : 2047-1992 Aluminium alloy hardeners 
(Master alloys)—Specification 
(Second Revision) 

IS : 2047-1979 

1992-03-31 

9. 

IS : 3347 (Part 8/Sec. 2)-1992 Dimensions for 
porcelain Transformer bushings for use in 
lighlty polluted atmosphers 

Part 8 52 kV Bushings Section 2 Metal Parts 


1992-03-31 

10. 

IS: 3646 (Parti)—1992 Code of practice 
for interior illumination 

IS : 3646(Part1)—1966 

1992-03-31 


Part 1 General requirements and recommenda¬ 
tions for working interiors 
(First Revision) 
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11. TS : 4426-1992 Methods of sampling laboratory IS : 442,6-1967 
glassware 
(First Revision) 


12. IS :4 896-1992 One-percent chromium ste el 

castings for resistance to abrasion-Specification 
(Second Revision). 

13. IS : 5969-1992 Metal polish, paste-specification 
(First Revision) 

14. IS : 5986-1992 Hot rolled steel plates, sheets, 
strips and flat for flanging and forming 
operat on—Specification 

(First Revision) 


IS :4 896-1976 


IS : 5969-1970 

IS : 5986-1970 
JS 3747-1982 and 
IS : 5272-1969 


15. IS : 6068-1992 Textile machinery-spinning IS: 6068-1970 

machinery (Preparatory to doubling)— 

Nomenclature 
(First Revision) 

16. IS : 6390 (Part2)-1992 Domestic electrical — 

clothes washing machines—Specification 
Part 2 Requirements for tumbler Dryers 

17. IS : 6578-1992 Obsterics instruments-forceps, IS : 6578-1972 

Ovum-Shape and Dimensions 

(First Revision) 

18. IS : 6654-1912 Glass containers-Glnssary of terms IS : 6654-1982 
(Second Revision. 

19. IS : 7074 (Part 1)-1992 Air cargo pallets IS 7074(Part 1)-1973 

Part 1 General rcqu'rements 

(First Revision) 

20. IS : 7129-1992 Potassium carbonate, anhydrous IS: 7129-1973 
—Specification 

(First Revision) 

21. IS : 7548-1992 Vase for store tent-Specification IS : 7548-1975 
(First Revision) 


22. IS : 9299 (Part 3/Sec. 5)-1992 Insulating materials — 
based on built up mica or treated mica paper 
Part3 Specifictions for individual materials 
Section 5 Flexible Mica Materials in Sheet Form 


23. IS : 10386 (Part 5)—1992 Safety code-for — 

construction, operation and maintenance of 

river valley projects 
Part 5 Electrical Aspects 

24. IS : 10987-1992 Code of practice for design, IS : 10987-1984 

fabrication, testing an installation of under- 
ground/above-ground horizontal cylindrical 

steel storage tanks for petroleum products 
(First Revision) 


4 

1992-03-31 

1992-03-31 

1992-03-31 

1992-03-31 

1992-03-31 

1992-03-31 

1992-03-31 

1992r03-31 

1992-03-31 

1992-03-31 

1992-03-31 

1992-04-30 

1992-0,3-31 

1992-03-31 
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25. IS : 11601(Part2)-1992 Synthetic detergents- -- 1992 04 30 

safety evaluation—Methods Part 2 Methods of 

test for skin sensitization potential of synthetic 
detergents (Guinea Pig Maximization Test) 

26. IS : 12448 (Par t 8)—1992 Basic testing procedures — 1992 03 31 

and measuring methods for electromechanical 

components for electronic equipment 
Parts 8 Connector tests (Mechanical) and 
Mechanical tests on contacts and terminations 

27. IS : 13202-1992 Mine haulage tracks-Gcneral — 1992 03 31 

Requirements 

28. IS : 13259-1992 Aircraft Tow tractors— — 1992 03 31 

performance requirements 

29. IS : 13268-1992 Demineralization Plant - — 1992 03 31 

Guidelines 

30. IS : 13270-1992 Tost for gases by orsat and 
chromatographic Methods- Methods 

31. IS ; 13287-1992 Extra deepwell handpumps- 
Speciflcation 

32. IS : 13293-1992 Gas detector tubes-G neral 
requirements and methods of test 

33. IS : 13295-1992 Code of practice for manufacture 
of safety leather boots and shoes for workers in 
the mines and heavy metal industries 

34. IS : 13300-1992 Nickel cadmium aircraft 
batteries (Aerobatic and Non-aerobatic)— 

Specification 

Copies of these Standards are available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak 
Bhavan, 9 Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices: Bombay, Calcutta, 
Chandigarh and Madras and also Branch Offices: Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, 
Guwabati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Patna and Trivandrum. 

[No. CMD/13 :2] 

N. SRINIVASAN, Addl. Director General 

(jmrr Bftr Afar Pnrnr) 

«d[ 9 1992 

fa.wr. 2593 :—4hu fwmft ww i4u, af fomY 

rrram>r rrfirfh % :sw4hT firm 4fr tism (ftm 
Erm^r) rrmr iff a. mr.s4 igg (^) hmhu 

22 Unf, 1982 iff wt 4 hftrfhm UtMHT 4 44 tsm 4 

fhy wrW hrfti irhahum isoo (irro n e) ^ shuix ui4xr 
fxxr $ i 

mu mt ait wfsrhum % itr 5 % ( 3 ) ara sum 

arhuuif ia wfnr urnur tmOxt rnmm rrfuhr 

iff 4 ^ am mur-uRT 44tfer hrmyf 

i4u % hunft 4 4U <rr*r fair imfr |:— 


spfin 4 Eht 4— 

(1) hum a(IV) forur hurr w ft 1 

(2) hum 4(XI) hrnr w usitfira fami *un ():— 
"ifRiafi hrtwu (*wmr), Rrmfr ffThoFm’' 

(3) hum 4 % srhuml *Rt atrrtc 4 (IV) 4 4 (XI) 
tuu p. 4 wms forr % 1 

(4) hum 10 la OThum (IV) hnnw hnn $ 1 

( 5 ) hum 10 ^ ^ahm (V) srfr (VI) irf^ac (IV) 
sPlx (V) m 4 4®mra fori 5 1 

(e) hum 10 % arhum (VI) fam ruo mar xu 


1992 03 31 
1992 03 31 
1992 03 31 
1992 03 31 

1992 03 31 
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»1 P 4 Sf7l vrsn : Xffljap; I O, 19 9 2/tr TfiRlH IS, 19 14 


“ms^-T v- faqTiq srftrqt'' 

“qiarw qtrFw jtprtT Jr jpqrt qrqq Jr q'irl qH 
'TfifiqfdqT ir wmK tt ro^m ir &rrra 
gt^r Jt;r fatfa Jr *fr qqqfr rpr-tt wr*ni rf rtt 
S i *rwrw *pr qp-trar Ti nmr fq«rifqr *H «rfaq 
sric=r gbrr i 

[fir.fr. 13-30/9 2 -^rr-iV] 
q>q x xx, rfqqq qfqq 

MINISTRY OF HUMAN RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT 
(Department of Youth Affairs and Sports) 

New Delhi, the 9th April, 1992. 

S.O. 2593.—Whereas the General Committee for "National 
Welfare Fund for Sports person, New Delhi” has made an 
application under the Charitable Endowments Act 1890 (6 
of 1890) for the modification of the Scheme settled in terms 
of the notification of the Government of India in the erst¬ 
while Ministry of Education and Culture (Deptt, of Educa¬ 
tion) No. S.O. 166(E), dated the 22nd March, 1982. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2) of Section 5 of the said Act, the Central 
Government, with the concurrence of the aforesaid General 
Committee, hereby makes the following further amendments 
in the Rules of the National Welfare Fund for Sportspcr- 
sons Scheme, as amended from time to time, namely 

In the said Scheme :— 

(i) Rule 4(iv) is deleted. 

fii) Rule 4(xi) is amended as follows :— 

“Executive Director (Academics), Sports Authority 
of India”, 

(iii) Sub-Rule of Rule 4 are renumbered from 4Tv 4 
to 4(xi) accordingly. 

(iv) Sub-Rule (iv) of Rule 10 is deleted. 

(v) Sub-Rules fv) and fvi) of Rule 10 are renumbered 
as (iv) & (v), respectively. 

(vi) Sub-Rule (vl) of Rule 10 is added as follows :—. 

“Discretlonery Powers to the Chairperson’’ 

“The Chairperson may sanction the assistance ’n d ■ 

serving cases, even if, technically 4 .—, .. . 

eligible depending upon the facts and circumstan¬ 
ces of each case. The Chairperson will have 
the disretion to decide the quantum of assis¬ 
tance, 

[F. No. 13-30/92-SP.IV1 
NEENA RAN I AN, Jt. Secy. 


(qfyqi rrtf *t?t firm fr»mr) 

'pt f'p’rm qfrrPrqq, 1890 (taoo yt e) % qrqq if 
■rphfftr sift jffm, fWr % urn-? if 

qffo'tft, 22fJr=Pr3rr, 1992 

Tr.vr. 259.1;—•TT'fnr qrq "tip, qf % srqqi 
a FT ftiR tTT^tFl Tr ifty qqp) Ufihtn it qfhfqqq 

1890 ( 1890 RO 6) ^ gf7 4 fTT 5Nq FfCPTf sq SPTtq 
rfT grr %'ihT qnrF uqa am *rf S fir q» fan ipr 
wfti % SEWF X. 1,32,591 (nip TO Jfxfw qqr r qfq q) 

Stoo? qrq) iff “rfur fqfa%r qT, yff^r tarr, qf fan) if 3 

RifFff % fTtf fm q'tqqr % sNqir 12% aff sqTq if 

2 5-8-92 Tt fqqtT tff iff ; 

2-113 G1/9.--5 


rr.h riftr fwrfm qqqTT'fa st«jfaqqt 
q. Tt qrf [jj frrfpsr 


1. 1,32,591 25-05-92 25-08-92 4‘T *rfai ljfrtTT, 

Tm, q£ ftp fr ir 
nrqr 35 wer ai 
9 .f(Tf if ir wFqfaqr 
tifijr 1 


2. *rm rrttPTT % qqrq fam % faqriq 

2 nr 1979 "f tW qqq XX tj«rt qqtfSTq qr.W. 120(f) 

<Ff qfhtpRT rrpr SfFfftrj Tixjrq quq "ft'i, q£ fwq) % 

TRTqq <f) jffJRT % WTTF JPIW ftp U[fit TTrhfT WITT 

wrtrfttr f^-rtr T unT^r % 9m 5'hn 1 

[«, 13 - 4/9 : «f .rh. -II] 
trrr. nsr. tfroT, ix form. 

(Depcrlmcnt of Women & Child Development) 

IN TITE MAFTER OE THE CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS 
ACT 1890 (6 of 1890) 

IN THE MATTER OR THE NATIONAL CHILDREN’S 
FUND, NEW DELHI 

New Delhi, the 22nd September, 1992 

S.O. 2594.—On the application made by and with the con¬ 
currence of the Board of Management of the National Chil¬ 
dren's Fund, New Delhi as in exercise of the powers con¬ 
ferred by Section 4 of the Charitable Endowments Act, 1890 
(6 of 1890), the Central Government do hereby order that 
the sum of Rs. 1,32,591/- [Rupees One lakh Thritytwo 
Thousand Five hundred and Ninetyone only] as per parti¬ 
culars given below be invested in Fixed Deposit Scheme for 
three months in Syndicate Bank, Haus Khas. New Delhi at 
the rate of Inlerest of 12% per annum w.e.f. 25-08-92. 


SI. Amo ant Dat of pro* Date of Rimt k 

No. vious Invest- Maturity 

merit 

1. 1,32,591/- 25-05-92 25-08-92 Surpi m amount 

or discounted 
value of 

Rs, 3 \03,000/- 
depo.jt <•. in 
Bank of J'dja, 
Jamath, N^w 
D.lhi. 


2. The above account shall vest in the treasurer of charit¬ 
able endowments of India to be held by him for being 
applied in accordance with I he scheme for the administration 
of the Nalional Children's Fund, New Delhi, published with 
the Notification of the Government of India in the then 
Department of Social Welfare No. S.O. 120(E) dated the 2nd 
March, 1979 as amended from time to time. 

[F. No. 13-4/92-TR-1I] 
R. L. MEENA, Deputy Director 

^ farm q-fafrprtT, 18 90 ( 1890 *PT c) % ’TTO'^ if 
RFR TTT q£ % EhA if 
q£ ftWl'f, 22 f-iqriR. 1 992 

rpr.RT. 2 59 5 .'-—ftrrfr % 5 HTO 
ifit 5 HT fer trrfqq IT aft* -j.-fp] r.'Sqfn ir op fq^nw wfa- 
FdTT 1390 (ikoo «rr e) % 10 (2) an qsoer jrfRflqf 

tt 5 r*fr r qrtrr gir irr^rr pnaa pt | Or sfft 

fan 7 pr sTifr % SPTJTF q. 1 , 31 , 49 .",/ (nup 8 TR. 

qf-: rf( qrtr) fqfarfj rr, jrhf jjitt ^ f/prfr $ 

28 - 8-33 it 86 fqof s: fnT few fxhriV?: qhs.Ri <f? BFtrqn 
1:1% sim ay ir twr x, 33,67,409/ (^iR mvz 
jrqrt qrr q) qr mj, -Tfur (ynai iff w Rfpni 
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XTfe; tjfeaa aiTcrrffP? Tp arffaW, fefer A ffisfepx ®tfe 
faarfex: Wivri A 15.75% py aarat ax it fcafe 25-8-92 
T 3 JT^Ht % feq JT: fa^PT "ft 3$ : 

pw xrPnr feafefaam *[3113 Pr wfljfwn' 

a. prarant tuana 

1. 121,498/ 13-07 92 28-08 92 

2. J5,00,000/ 25-05-92 25-08 92 sfef ff Xlfe 5 

*TgRi P fat? fafe- 
PIT ^P, f/V-d tiTriT 

a{ ftfer a few 
fearrfes arsm a 
par pxt$ ptfal i 

j. WK-i axPK % acpfeta want p^ara feara % faafe 

2 afe 1 979 P ?-M 3a4 3X JT«Tr fevfefem fff.WT. 120(f) 

pr au^HT P ata^ gpifera TT^R 'Tiff Pfa, n£ fofeT P 
aar T'T ft araar % 'W8;<n'»; aaTa ferr orfe $<j aaxrafl «mr 
"flTRF'T fa feara % atafer % aw gfeT i 

[ 4 . 13-4/92 sr.wtr TT] 
WTx.qR. alar, aa faifep 

In the matter of the Charitable Endowments Act, 1890 
(6 of 1890). 

In the matter of the National Children’s Fund, New 
Delhi. 

New Delhi, the 22nd September, 1992 

S.O. 2595.—On the application made by and with the con¬ 
currence of the Board of Management of the National Chil¬ 
dren's Fund, New Delhi, as in exercise of the powers con¬ 
ferred by Section 10(2) of tho Charitable Endowments Act, 

■ 1890 (6 of 1890), the Central Government do hereby order 
that the sum of Rs, 1,21,498/- [Rupees One lakh Twentyone 
Thousand Four hundred and Ninetycight only] be re-invested 
in Fixed Deposit Scheme for 86 days in Syndicate Bank, 
Flauz Khas, Nevy Delhi at the rate of interest 12% p.a,, w.e.f. 
28-08-92 and a sum of Rs. 33,67,409 (Rupees Thirtythree 
lakh Sixtyseven Thousand Four hundred and Nine only) 
[discounted value of Rs, 35,00,000/-] be re-invested in Cer¬ 
tificate of Deposit Scheme for three months in Indian Over¬ 
seas Bank, Janpath Branch, New Delhi at the rate of Interest 
15.75% p.a. with effect from 25-08-92 as per particulars 
given below : - ^ 

SI. Amount Dat- of pre- Date of Remarks 
No. vious Inv.st- Maturity 

ment 

1. 1,21,498/- 13-07-92 28-08-92 

2. 35,00.000/- 25-05-92 25-08-92 Surplus will be 

deposited in FD 
for 3 months in 
Syndicate Bank, 
Hauz Khas, New 
Delhi. 

2, The above account shall vest in the treasurer of charit¬ 
able endowments of India to be held by him for being 
applied in accordance with the scheme for the administration 
of the National Children's Fund, New Delhi, published with 
the Notification of the Government of India in the then De¬ 
partment of Social Welfare No. S.O. 120(E) dated the 2nd 
March, 1979 amended from time to time. 

[F. No. 13-4/92-TR-II] 
R, L.MEENA, Dy, Director, 


aafaxa pa aaraa 
a£ fafer, at wata, 1992 

<pr.WT.2 596-'—P-Pffl 37FIX WART (fet % vmfefe 
a ami 4; feq safe) faaa, i9 7« P faaa 10 % aafaaa 
4 ) Piraana it aafexp Pfe aa asniw Fwaia P^iaajeriaaaww 
fa^sra pri, ■fe fowr % affexr fan afeam wiwfap aiafea 
ferfe A feet PI PTflttraP »IH PX fear 

i pj feaafea pwti £ 1 

[a.$ 11011 / 31 / 8 a-«rr fell] 
aaana wrfer, 33 feferp (xr.WT.) 

MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT & FORESTS 
New Delhi, the 31st August, 1992 

S.O. 2596.—In pursuance of Sub-Rulei (4) of Rule 10 of 
the Official Language (use for Official Purpose of the Union) 
Rule, 1976 the Central Government hereby notifies the West 
Zone Office, Vadodara of the Central Pollution Control 
Board, New Delhi under the Ministry of Environment and 
Forests the staff whereof have acquired a working know¬ 
ledge of Hindi. 

[No. 110tl/31/88-Ka Hindi-II] 
U, R. DHYANI, Deputy Director (OL) 

xama Plx 'fe*'P ifem 

(xsw »rfe ajl-xaraa feara; 

affair, 17 srara, 1992 

Pl.wr. 2597 ■'—Pafra aXFTX 1 tTpfefep afelX (trafafR 
iwtrpfef PI jfeaaf) wfafaga, 1971 (l971 Pt 4d) P 

3 sra surar vrEvifer pr safe Pfe jff, aiejm afe Pi arfer 
% pfea ( 1 ) P afeafatti wftrpfer pY aft aran % xrcrafin 
wfeprff P aaa/ar nn -T.r aftiPTTl Jr, ttP, afafeaa P srafea 
% feu tp-33T wfupfer fepfti pttfr | aft 3Pi trrfer % pfaw 
( 2 ) wfe^rfep afarCf % wpw ir, waif vYupr 

tflwp'r fetara ff.wfef % Azx <30 wfufera p si ct m wailti 
qPTsr wruPiFm Pt tftq m, p6«T pi ’mn aft*, pfpiat pt 
aara afear 1 

tfT*<a( 

ffftrPTfr pt a-taia araafap afaata'f aff ^feaf affr 

qfttprp; sis afe pafeta tfiwTh 

1 2 


aavap (ptFip) p*fetT (ap’fe) if 

av>r?T ?fa<a, pit-aiaafaa ftr. a airfaa 

ajife^a a/i-wiarfea fe^, ar Iitt at uaaff srV a 

ppiPtr | asf ax feu j;u ttai afxttx 1 

[4. 3202 7 / 12 / 92 - afefr-I] 
tfxw pan, 33 afea 

MINISTRY OF CHEMICALS & FERTILIZERS 
(Department of Chemicals and Petrochemicals) 

New Delhi, the 17th August, 1992 

S.O. 2597.— In exercise of (he powers conferred by section 
3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occu 
pants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Government here¬ 
by appoints the officer mentioned in column (1) of the Table 
below, being an officer equivalent to the rank of a gazetted 
officer of the Government, to be the estate officer for the 
purpose of the said Act, who shall exercise the powers con¬ 
ferred and perform the duties imposed, on estate officers 
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by or under the said Act, within the local limits of his juris¬ 
diction, in respect of the public premises specified in column 
(2) of the said Table. 

TABLE 

Designation of the Officer Categories of Public Premises 

and local limits of jurisdiction 
(I) (2) 

Manager (Personnel), All premises belonging to or 
Vadodara Plant, taken on lease by or on behalf 

Petrofils Co-operative of the Petrofils Co-operative 

Limited, Vadodara. Limited, at Vadodara (Gujarat). 

(No. 32027/12/92-PC.I] 
ARUN KUMAR, Dy. Secy, 
sflr tnjrfin; ntt tjsmq 

firm), i o firwr, i99:: 

Tr.W. 259 8: — rtcT: aftr Hfffiar 'TtVTtTfM 

it siabr % «Pr wfa wfotfionr, i96i (tee? vr so) 

tit ETRT 3 f’t 34ETRT(l)$ tTtr'Pi 4R?T TRf7R $ 3t\l 

nTJtffitr 44 4>IT49 th . WT. >7. 83241^3 14-3-9 2 

im fcfsta tRttn: h -q-t Jr 4 * 1*1 Jr 

Rftrqf if '3'Tflfir % wfaqtR th 411594 mf tit fire ft is Pro 
wFwsr trr^ ttr vtai wrft tffPn *r fwt «rr i 


MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL GAS 
New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

S.O. 2598.—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. 
No. 832 dated 14-3-92 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (52 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of 
user in lands specified in the schedule appended to that noti¬ 
fication for the purpose of laying pipeline ; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government ; 

And, further, whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands in the Schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-seclion (1) cf Section 6 of the said Act, the Centra) 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said land specified in the schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 

And, further, in exercise of power conferred by sub-seefior 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication 
of this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas Commission 
fiee from encumbrances. 


sfix: jpc *rcnr stfaTR) 4 399 sftrPm qfr wrt 6 qff 

34ETKf (l) % Rffta 4T4TR iff, frq’ t % eV $ I 

rV -writ, 44: 4.-1 FT XRTR 4 344 fVl t cry fq^R 

»K»4 4 wo W (PrfSflW ft TK-P 1 T i fqfafetsr srftrrfi 

4 'JTqFT WftPFR wfrtcT 4R>T HT fHfiwq fVqt % I 

wr, WTT: C4TT ofETfinRl Hit CTRt (J 44 aqETHT (l) JR7 

Spm wfifTT 4;r srq'iF qrrif iju qrqrR wr,-ffrcr vfifwTT 

•prm h ft; pq wfatjqoT if tr-Rn it fqfbfacj 

xfftrqf Jf tiwYt vj wftntn 'T(vt«tvt fir®F) % 4; Dtf 

^^jrt wfra fspqr wt?rr $ i 

gV irffi ernr yff wttt ( 4 ) xrrr irfqqq) 
tthw 4R?r gF JrrjPT xrwrr fb?nr fcfr ft f*P tjfX wfiruf Jr 
¥T WftPTR trottr Jf fnf^T IT) BIT FT ffiST 

sftr WTffaq; nu wrqTq Jr qqr vrtm'i Jt pmpt ¥7 Jf, wrqvn % 
SWTUFf ffr tq HTTW tff filOPT fjT-TT I 


tt>W t T- 1 Jr 45PM xfiaftoq BUT qrfa 4^4 fiTOlX ftr fHF I 


TFW ; - IiJSRTX 

fa^rr : - 

-434 mwqr 

♦ 

: -wnrrt 



*414 3 . 

4R. tf^r. 

Wltff 

30 

0 

23 

15 


18/q 

0 

12 

43 


1 s/sff 

o 

10 

3 2 


lw/irr 

n 

23 

93 


12 

0 

12 

48 


11 

0 

09 

88 

[*T- 

art.- 120 1 1 

i/ 1 5 1/ 9 1 3Tf . U'( 

.aft. ii . 

-IV] 



93. 4 (Fit, 

wfET^t 7 ) 


SCHEDULE 

Pipeline fromGoladfa-1 toPakhajan GGS 


State : Gujarat 

District :BHARUCH Taluka : 

Vagra 

Village 

Block Np. 

Hectare 

Are 

Cen- 

tlarc 

Nar n avi 

30 

0 

26 

15 


18/A 

0 

12 

48 


18/B 

0 

10 

32 


J6/B 

0 

23 

93 


12 

0 

12 

48 


11 

0 

09 

88 


[N> 0-12016/151/91/0.N.G-D._IV] 

M,MARTIN, Desk Officer 

fi^^Rf, lfifipirW 7 , ]99 2 

TT.WTo . 2599 : —*lfT: tflT. wfbat HUHcfH-f ^ 

wfm 4t wftrqrR Ti wfafiTqrr 19^2 (1902 ti 50 ) iff 
STT7T 1 Vt % WtfhT WT3TT frt4tR % ^rftPFT Wft. STTSffiTBT 

JftT ifffFTq qir.Wt.W. 833 14-3-92 ffRt 

¥^sFt tt t ¥T 7 % wfKpjwxT Jr toro wxgw) Jf 

Jf tft'ft % wFwr iff qTTTtrwf 4 ft ftrerx % firn TRt 

Itf WW Wt'fFT qfffifl 4R, fort WT I 

W? aq: WSTW trrftmTt jf 349 wfttfnlFT 4?f EtKT 6 4tf 34' 

ETTXT ( 1) ¥ xrrffx tPRR ¥t frtfri 4 4t I I 

xfry ttiif, j -iX 4 x 3)9 rr- 4R. 4 440 f'yfri t 7 Etwr, 

WFT w if WtRq VXijjWf if Wrfe'F: tjfJFTt 394)4 

wfuXTR wfxt 1 4R) ¥1 fPUTT | I 
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Wff, WO: fffl Wftr[ff'.rff 77 tJRt fi 77 JTOF.I (l) CRT 

sot wffff 77 s4r«i gff %^rA' wt^r mis^Rr ^,fcr Q 
ir<(fr $ IV w w%fs*tr if ffffjff w^r if fafufr? 377 wffffff 
ir ffrwpr wr wfam t7tetR 7 frarf % st.-spt % fan it.^-ji 
wfVa fovr jiT^t 11 

tfK m?i ffff un.r iff 3 ,-sri ( 4 ) 3 RT 5T3fr mfTfffi «pt 
srfm trI 52 'pals wrfr 4f) $ fa^tr tjfnfT if ffprrw 
ns wFstwr "fata 1 *r"fr if fcfsn Af nf ffffiw frir flV«: Hr^fes 
"iff ittott if wwt sTtruff if ijqn *t if, nfwr ^ utrr ft 
is flRfjj nfr fff$3 rtst i 

ffjjfff 

f r ffnff wit ?r ft nff f ns st fitf ffifs famf % Rts i 

srt : —>pRFj ffffr—ff*w wrwqrr—fffrn 


fffq 

S'TRi' »t. 

. wn:° 

fffwra 

45/2 

0 08 


[ft. ff V.- 12016/ 152/9 l-ffi.'fS .ft.ft .TV] 

t>ff. nrfcr, wfaniRf 

New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

S.O. 2599.—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. 
No. 833 dated 14-3-92 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of 
user in lands specified in the schedule appended to that noti¬ 
fication for the purpose of laying pipeline ; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And, further, whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands in the Schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act the Central 
Government hereby declares thnt the right of user in the 
said land specified in the schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And, further, in exercise of powet conferred by sub-section 
(41 of the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication 
of this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas Commission 
free from encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 

Pileine from GNXI to GNAQ 
State : Gujarat District : Bharuch Taluka : Jambusar 

Village Block No. Hect. Are Centiare 

Nadiyad --- 4J / 2 o 0 g 84 

[No. O-12016/187/71/ONGD-IV] 
M. MARTIN, Desk Officer 

wSftswr, ig firmin', 1992 

7 rr.wr. 2600 . ; - -ff r. ^iff-rff wV. <3?*a trtw ^iw 

if Tnifm % wfaffrv ttt wfff wFarfffqff i ?«2 qn 50 ) 


"hr ur -7 3 "hr 3 twrt 0 ) % wwfff wr* r ffffqnff. ^tffww qfa 
JtTfffiT fin wwmv q?r wfErgwffrTn.wr.ff, s:t 4 crIpi 14-3-92 
st?t tRrw ffvEpiy n Tjq wfa^ffffr if wff^wf w firfffft*! 
T^ff if -ipfi-q q; tr rerun" qff ffUTffiiffi tfv ftraft % ffw ^ 7 
qRf qn ff-rar retry f ren tt: fr ,7 «rr 1 

ffR VT: ffTPT ffrrtJffRV ir ffFJ Wfaf-.ffff Tf WRIT 6 Tf 
tj'tfff 7 ( 1 ) % Wff.ff ffvttR iff fffft ^ fr & 1 

wrVv S57-T, 1n: %-Ttrq ffRTR if 7tl ftfif 77 fffffR TR7 % 

7 ?ffTff ^ff wwjffffi if fftRff if fqfkfq-ej: sjFfffj ff TTffrn 

77 WfWr,: ffff 7 4 Rif 77 fqfwvwff faffT $ 1 

vt, w;. 777 ffrjiffffff "hr etrt 6 qfr 711 IRT ( 1 ) jr<r 
ntTT qrfri cr trfpr jp rr'.'pr' ir;jir -7 iffftj-,; qtnrff 

% fq: 17 wrd^spTr if ffffjff W'jjffr if faf-rffR 777 if 

ffrffTff 77 wfq 77 ’ ffRrffRff fffWR % 77IA7 % fffff ffnTJTR 
ViKnl fwr '-TPTt I I 

w‘.f ffff srr-:r wr 7 tun ( 4 ) apt stot ttrfrhff iff 

tnf.'ff TR.ft gif TTiT.ff 7RTR Mff ff fip 7T7 ffffffff ff TPtiff 
tt wltrativ %qfiir irz^j if ^ fffr W7 ot *frr rrrsT.iTt 

•w q77t7 if ff.fr ffrurtn ff ijt; at if, *11777 % ffqtnFT "P ?7 
fIR>J 7?| ffffJpT <tf>,7 I 

aft et 277 tni ft ff mt u in 6 T ttSt fftfff firstf w fffff 1 


TRV : —ff^RT'.' 

ffffft : —fftpff 



fffq 

*ffrap H . 

|. WiX, ffff. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

qffjr 

8 5/fr 

0 

20 

90 


92 

0 

11 

44 


9G 

0 

01 

GO 


9 1 

0 

01 

04 


97 

0 

07 

54 


98 

0 

00 

86 


8 5 /ff 

0 

01 

02 


100 

0 

09 

3 2 


10 1 

0 

00 

74 


102 

0 

OG 

24 


103 

0 

00 

96 


104 

0 

11 

44 


SO 

0 

08 

45 


79 

0 

0G 

76 


3 9/2 

0 

26 

0 0 


44 

0 

09 

36 


1 1 

0 

08 

45 


12 

0 

04 

55 


8 

0 

34 

58 


5 

0 

07 

54 


3 

0 

13 

52 


2 

0 

01 

04 


TTSlffR 

0 

20 

80 


[rf . Wf .-1 20 16/ 153/9 1-f( .ffff.ff.fr.-IV] 
1 7 . ffifcff, it-T nRmft 
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New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 


S.O. 2600.—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in tne Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. 
No. 834 dated 14-3-92 under sub-sect'on (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), tho Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of 
user in lands specified in the schedule appended to that noti¬ 
fication for the purpose of laying pipeline; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And, further, whereas, the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands in the Schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred bv 
sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act the Central 
Government hereby declares that the r'ght of user in the 
ea : d lnnd specified in the schedule appended to this notified 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 

And, further, in exercise of uower conferred by sub section 
(4i n f the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on th's date of the publication 
of this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas Commission 
free fiom encumbrances. 


14-3-92 5T-T fani? 4 W b; CRT,fa 

if W'Tfccr q g-pfpr % faunr.” fa Trccnfat far ffafa 

Sp ffaf fafai cpfa 'R rmi xnsp,' fafal tpr ffal *TT I 

far fa : jfiqir xifainfa gr-i fatiK cr nr err r, fa¬ 
ir :srpr (1) fa win runn. qf, fjfai j fa £ , 

far TTifa. H( fafaiq fainR if f.fayi qv fa-TR. nfa 41 
mr*r<T cr fatten if xr^jfa Jr fvqfvrfeufr fanfa faufapT 
nt WPlIsiTf fafa < ir ;-T TTI faF-im ffao 1 1 

XW, Wi: J 4 ; faufara fa UTtr 6 far T TETRI (l) HR I 
urn wifa nr jrrf-7 fafa ij-p faerra irt;r ti.rrp-'r farfa fafa 
2 % Lh if TT^-qr ir kfHlfa.j ur ; vrrafat if 

•Jitfp, fa ErffatTR fsnjfa ifl rnTNin fa fipr n; ^Tif 

faVr farm win $ 1 

fa-: -jut mi 7 tJrt (4) jrn arm wfa .'far w 

srerr-T nfa rumy ffafaor ffa & fa to tTfa.fr fa unfair 

fa urfTOR ifrrsiq- qTOR. if ffaiifT gi'fa VI gatTq far far srrfflT 
•to mfr? if frar Jrcrfaf if tps if, famtrr % toivft fa 
I t trrraj far fnftra cr-iT 1 

xr-i^fr 

ar,Trquq;..fqi^ if fiif'TtfqT ,,'T7 qr^p mfa fanR if; fan 


SCHEDULE 


Pilpcline from GNXI to GNAQ 

State : Gujarat District - Bharuch Taluka 


Village 

I” 

Vanccta 


Block No. Hect. 


2 3 

"85 /B~ ”0 

9’ 0 

96 0 

91 0 

97 0 

98 0 

85/A 0 

100 0 

101 0 

102 6 

103 0 

104 0 

S3 U 

79 0 

39/A 0 

44 0 

11 0 

12 0 

8 O 

5 0 

3 0 

2 0 


Cart track 0 


Ja nbusar 


re 2e it;are 

4 ’ 

5 

: 9 

" 9o” 

11 

41 

01 

60 

01 

04 

07 

54 

00 

86 

01 

07 

09 

3’ 

00 

74 

06 

21 . 

00 

96 

11 

44 

08 

45 

06 

76 

26 

00 

09 

36 

08 

45 

04 

55 

34 

58 

07 

54 

13 

52 

01 

04 

20 

80 


vrjq-fpr.-m 

IfaTT-SLUT 


nranr- 


far 

faiTT fa 

0 

ertr 


•CUT 

733 

0 

21 

45 


73 1 

0 

01 

30 


[fa faro 1201 6 /1 54/91 xfamfofaoff 0 JV] 

u tn raffa, tlm fatmfa 


New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

S.O, 2601.—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
Indin in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. 
No. 835 dated 14-3-92 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of 
user in lands specified in the schedule appended to that noti¬ 
fication for [he purpose of laying pipelino ; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And, further, whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lends in the Schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion ; 


[No. 0-12016/153/91.01 G3.lv] 
M. MARTIN, Deal OB0:r., 

=rf faffa, 16 ffaRTL 1992 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
sa : d land specified in the schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 


ipt°xn° quo. raa: wfafafat fare mLTTnra sjfa a 

^fai-r % wifaFR fa wfar tTfaffara 196 2 (19112 nr 50 ) 
fa etrt 3 fa upsr.t V xrara «ra towr % qjifara tfiy 
(fa farm fa xrfia^mr 5T°flTo 83 5 "ifag 


And, further, in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that tho 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting^ in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication 
of this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas Commission 
free from encumbrances. 







3964 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : OCTOBER 10, I992/ASVINA 18, 1914 


SCHEDULE 

Pipeline fiom GNXI to GNAQ 
State : Gujarat Distt : Bha auch 


Taluka : Jambusar 


Village 

Kalak 


Block No. Hect. Are Cent. 


733 

731 


0 

0 


21 

01 


45 

30 


[No, 


O-12016/154/91-ONGD-TV] 

M. MARTIN Desk Offl :cr 

iff fc*ft, 16 1992 

TipH'io ::eo3 .—eh: xfa <jfa5t rrfa if 

t wfarrc ITT irfErf^Tcm 1902 (1002 tt 50 ) 

Tf trp'l 3 VI V »TTv.1 flTlp «tr flfa 

srrrfaT *m aarsro qfr wftrg^sRT Tr°tfTo?to 837 turfs 14-3-92 
am $>6rs if re tr tf*wv *r faMs 1 ^ 

njfjrtfr Jr rfapr % srfhrrc «rfr Tt firew % fan 

wft:; Tfa ftr sw wtjpv *fPrr vt fan *tr 1 

wfr, *n: Erupt srifaTiff ft rs-. wfafapr <rr urn 6 vr 
sttrra (1) vfar turn tv fW,t ? st $1 

*ftv, snif, *n: trent h 3*1 ffari 97 farr< arft % 

SWPT w rrftPJTnT it rfan *T^> if fafafalJ nfast if 74if r»f 

« 17 I wftPPIR <afalT grfa VI fafaWT fafTT | I 

*nr, tin: w flftrfarrr a?r trrvr 6 «rt ^tht'-t ( 1 ) ar r i 

tRTT wfal TT tfapT «Rft $17 faffT ffWIT 17114 BTCT frtft 

t fa T-i nfaginn it heth tnjffar it faffatH -pf-; nfadt it 
TT'Tltm TT srftTF. 'nS'TirT^r fTOPt % JBTfafT % ffaj (p(Sjm 
srffa; faur urrvu fc 1 

wH mi} rtr trrtT Tt ( 4 ) irrr snr?r wfanff tt 

sfaiT Tfa $rr iffaH fRTT< fafw ?4t it fa W Wffatf if 

sfarr Tr srftiTp: %nffa trwR if fafat gft t> stir far 
iftT 5rryfh‘T m rntfE it rfaf sTHiifr it jjtt tt if, titmi % 
srrrarc fa w ofafa far faf$o farr 1 
wrgfa 

TtWHTn ffaj it OTTT fafans/^sfaffTTn ffT 'Ufa ETTfa ffajfa % 

fall 

SJ77—iTjCT 7 : f S rf- ■■ tTV '1 'll 77 1 —■—-"4 


ms 


T$T7Jir 


?vTRT o 

t 

Vila 

fast 

o 

3 

4 

5 

34 

0 

00 

96 

39 

0 

no 

78 

28 

0 

1 7 

46 

29 

0 

20 

80 

26 

0 

1 1 

20 

24 

0 

1 t 

60 

946 

0 

1 1 

80 

947 

0 

18 

00 

948 

0 

00 

50 

9 59 

0 

15 

20 

958 

0 

06 

0 0 

9ti2 

0 

00 

9 0 

9 57 

0 

0 0 

48 


1914 

[Part II— 

-Sec. 

3(ii)l 

2 

3 

4 

5 

950 

0 

00 

72 

956 

0 

25 

20 

955 

0 

09 

60 

725 

0 

08 

40 

726 

0 

20 

00 

719 

0 

14 

40 

730 

0 

12 

00 

715 

0 

26 

4 0 

713 

0 

10 

2 0 

714 

0 

22 

35 

709 

0 

00 

65 

627 

0 

01 

80 

638 

0 

19 

40 

63 1 

0 

17 

20 

63 3 

0 

12 

00 

Tti fm 

0 

01 

96 

643 

0 

00 

3 0 

640 

0 

11 

20 

641 

0 

11 

20 

637 

0 

11 

1 0 

600 

0 

05 

20 

638 

0 

07 

70 

594 

0 

1 1 

00 

597 

0 

13 

20 

59 1 

0 

00 

80 

592 

0 

18 

20 

589 

0 

19 

00 

Tti fT 

0 

01 

00 

586 

0 

16 

80 

583 

0 

16 

00 

553 

0 

10 

08 

58 1 

0 

10 

80 

Tii fr 

0 

01 

00 

580 

0 

16 

40 

579 

0 

11 

00 

575 

0 

06 

40 

577 

0 

09 

60 

576 

0 

10 

00 

572 

0 

14 

40 

T[i 5*6 

0 

01 

40 


[tfa fa° 120ie/l5S/9lfaN I fa°fa t ’*f°-IV] 
tJ»T<> PTfal, 8vr WtHTltt 


New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

S.O. 2602.—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas SO. 
No. 837 dated 14-3-92 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (he Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of 
user in lands specified in the schedule appended to that noti¬ 
fication for the purpose of laying pipeline; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And, further, whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report decided to acquire the right of 








[WITH—gs 3(ii)] «TRfl tt *rnTer. ir^r id, i 992 7 rfim is, 1»1 4 

user in the lands in the Schedule appended to this notifioa- -",- 

tion; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said land specified in the schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; - - . .. 
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2 3 4 5 

576 0 10 00 

572 0 14 40 

Cart track 0 01 40 


And, further, in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication 
of this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas Commission 
free from encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 

Pipeline from Junction point to Dabka GGS/GCS 
State : Gujarat District : Baruch Tal ik : Jambusar 


Village 

l 

Block No. 

2 

H ct. 

3 

Arc 

4 

Cent. 

5 

Kahanwa 

34 

0 

00 

96 


39 

0 

00 

78 


28 

0 

17 

46 


29 

0 

20 

80 


26 

0 

11 

20 


24 

0 

11 

60 


946 

0 

11 

80 


947 

0 

18 

00 


948 

0 

00 

50 


959 

0 

15 

20 


958 

0 

06 

00 


962 

0 

00 

46 


957 

0 

18 

08 


950 

0 

00 

72 


956 

0 

25 

20 


955 

0 

09 

60 


725 

0 

08 

40 


726 

0 

20 

00 


719 

0 

14 

40 


740 

0 

12 

00 


715 

0 

26 

40 


713 

0 

10 

20 


714 

0 

22 

35 


709 

0 

00 

65 


627 

0 

01 

80 


628 

0 

19 

40 


631 

0 

17 

20 


633 

0 

12 

00 


Cart tr..ck 

0 

01 

96 


643 

0 

00 

30 


640 

0 

11 

20 


641 

0 

11 

20 


637 

0 

11 

10 


600 

0 

05 

20 


638 

0 

07 

70 


594 

0 

11 

00 


597 

0 

13 

20 


591 

0 

00 

80 


592 

0 

18 

20 


589 

0 

19 

00 


Cart track 

0 

01 

00 


586 

0 

00 

80 


583 

0 

16 

00 


553 

0 

10 

08 


581 

0 

10 

80 


CaK track 

0 

01 

00 


580 

0 

16 

40 


579 

0 

11 

00 


575 

0 

06 

40 

- 

577 

0 

09 

60 


[No. 0-12j 16/156/91/ONGD-IV] 
M. MARTIN, Desk Officer 

<T( ftF’Tt, 16 fwn:, 19 92 

<PTol?To 2603:—'37T. ^flfe?* STfe'fffer TUTSTIVr (vjfaii 
$ XtRppr: 7T rffo) wfafeTfl, 1962 ( 1962 4TT So) 
ffirr 3 47t ^taTTr (i) v rtTf-r *rR;T *ritr * orrf 
ntfi^ q^lfem favriT *tfl wRi^dt sfrroflTf #o 880 trncpj 

25-2-92 JPJ %?ffq TOR 77 wfatpriT & 77R ■qrjg-tff if 

faftlTR rfferf if T'T4r4 ^ WfaTR nrl Tf fasfe 

% fen srftPT 4tr't sir (rqvrr <cmuj TffaT in: ferr «n i 

sfk rrr: fTttfT 3lfilTRf if 714 WfefeRT 44 ttRr 6 ttf 
37STP.T ( 1) £ WOTT tRapnt f>ff£ f iff I 

3nr rrm, 44: fMfat jrpr 4 fferf tr fern 37 1 # 

% UTO 54 nfefTffir 4 444T W4 4 fafafe? Sjfetf it 

77713 44 WfsTTTR *rfer 3R3 44 frfrinTT fif73T £ I 

tT4, W4: 744 Wfef-MU T7> STRT e 771 74aRT (l) IR1 
3T7 vrfefi 4tr 3414 4try jrr ifeffq jRprR D[=r^5rn tfrf44 4R4l 
| fa 54 ufwfTDI if 4T'-T 44-J'f4if fafqfej 744 Tfeff 4 
74414 44 STPJTR 41544154 Trap! % 74174 ^ for n^rjirf 

trfet fen 7i4T 11 

8th: np? 74 4RT «rff 744RT (4) JRf JTTO yrfepff 44 
4414 4R> jrr ifcrffo 4TTR fafe if) 2 far 734 vjfifof if TTnf.T 
44 trffntR 'frjflt ffWtt rf frfifJ 4T> 44f4 ffo 3ffa 3rfrffTT 
44 WT414 if, 4-tfr STrstfot if 1RT ¥4 4, 4lW <C 33444 <fif 
54 TRl'I 44 fefe ^l4f I 


4-4rt-1 if T4T4 7b rffa rpT° 44 9174 7154 fatsfe % fotj 
rmr—rjjRpr fe 71-444 rptu —7347 




JfeiR XTRo 

ibspR 

43f J 

1403 

0 

17 

40 


1401 

0 

0 0 

90 


1391 

0 

1 5 

30 


1682 

0 

0 4 

50 


[40 73c 12016/1 59/9 l-TbtptoTfetfb —IV] 
44 c 4T%4, #45 TfeTTRl 


New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

S.O. 2603.—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. 
No. 880 dated 25-2-92 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals 'Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land! Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of 
user in lands specified in the schedule appended to that noti¬ 
fication for the purpose of laying pipeline ; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 
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And, further, whereas the Central Government has, aftei 
considering the said report derided to acquire the right u f 
user in the lands in the Schedule appended to this notiflca 
tion; . : 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
user in the lands in the Schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 

And, further, in exercise of power conferred by sub-sect : on 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said Innds shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication 
of this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas Commission 
free from encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 

Pipeline from GAJERA-I to Dabaka GCS. 

State : Gujarat District: Bhnruch Taluka : JambuSar. 


Village 

Block No. 

Hect. 

Are 

Cent. 

GAJERA 

14 0 3 

n 

17 

40 


1401 

0 

00 

90 


1391 

0 

15 

30 


1682 

0 

04 

50 


[No. 0-12016/150/91/ONGDTV1 
M. MARTIN, Desk Officer 

arf fmft, 16 PRIW, 1992 

grTotrTo -604 :—RR: TjtfRTR 3lV nfqir TTITTTT’T (xjfR 

if firEt $ rFritf ttr^r) RfafaRR, 1002 ( 1 9G 2 rt so) 
•iff BP1 3 iff RTOFT ( 1 ) % fltf'-T WpnT RFRSH % ^jlPfRR sftT 

srTTffpr: >Tr r'sttrr tf) irfijtjGffir TToRT°*fo 8 50 RrfEr 14 - 3-92 
HFl %rf)R TFTF A RR RFtPJGRT ir RTF RRRpft if ffrfitftec 
sjfipff if rrrEt % rFjtf Rtym^Ai 4 ft Fr®t§ % fir* 
srfjpT rfA rt «rrt rtrr rTFrr if fen «ri 1 

sflr rr: rwr RrFtfTrf) A rrr frFtrfRRrr iff htf q TF 
From ( 1 ) T wffr rtrtf >rf fwri r ft 1 1 

aflr rfI, rr: tfr^lR rtrtt A gig frnf^ 9? Frrf rf> 
% RTRTR WR RTfa’JGRT it RFF WRJjrfr ^ ^Ptlff R GRRFr 

rt xrftRrp: nftpT rfA rt FTfiTGR Fftt £ 1 

ITT, R1" GRR RfsrfRRR rA RPT 6 'll) GRGTF ( 1) TFT 
mm RlfRR FT STRfR RF?T 5R RTRTp URRTFT sftfpR RFRf 

f f«F TR xrftrgxpn if W XpfJGT if GRR '^Frpff if 

gtrTr =pr xtFgrtf gtvttitt FroEr % rrUvr % Frr 
? rf%G f%RT TTRt $ i 

3tV snR GR RTF TT GTOFT (4) TFT RTR wFpPTT *,.> 
spfpr RF§ JR ^?5fhT RTTF fttUT t Frt GRG R Frr 1 R 
GTGlR TiT rFsTFF RTRTF if PTflpT SET iff GRTR T1 Af 

STTffffiR RR RG>T if ffirff GTHTarf if r[TR tor if, gftvRT % 
5PFWR *FJ TR RTfW iff fdf/TT 'ftIT I 

RtRKn-1 R ifGffRR—IV RRT RT^W^R FGETT % Firir 


TT r J[ * H 

fw—vrm 


RlRTT-TUm 

RtR 

| f+i *f O 

TTFo 

Rt/G 

1 

‘Z 

\\ 

4 5 

qRhnm 

186 

0 

0 1 9 t 


1 88/A + B 

0 

19 3 1 


'■ 

:t 

4 

5 

191 

0 

04 

4 J 

1 92 

0 

03 

51 

247 

0 

00 

88 

249 

0 

13 

68 

251 

0 

07 

4 1 

*Tl JMlT 

0 

01 

04 


[ro afto- 120 IG/ 169 / 91 —3tTorrTj3fVo5Tt>—IV 
RRO RiFtt, 3rq rFJPTT 

New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

S.O. 2604.—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. 
No. 850 dated 14-3-92 under sub-section {1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of 
user in lands specified In the schedule appended to that noti¬ 
fication for the purpose of laying pipeline; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And, further, whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands in the Schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion ; 1 

Now, therefore. In exercise of the power conferred by 
sub section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said land specified in the schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And. further, in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the nublication 
of this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas Commission 
free from encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


Pipeline from GOLADRA-1 to OGS IV 


State : Gujarat 

District : Bharuch 

Taluka 

: Vagra 

Village 

Block No. 

Hect. Are cenL 

Paniyadra 

186 

0 

02 

94 


188/A -1 B 

0 

19 

34 


191 

0 

04 

48 


192 

0 

03 

51 


247 

0 

00 

88 


249 

0 

13 

68 


251 

0 

07 

41 


Cart track 

0 

01 

04 


[No. 0-12016/159/91-ONGD. -IV] 
M. MARGIN, Desk Officer 


Rf P<’4L 16 ffTTrgr, 1992 

irroRTo 2695 :—Tt: 'fjff'TRR sfF *jtRJr RirTTR?: (i]fR 
rtiAr % wFrrr hr tfIr) TrfsrPpTR, i e6 2 (1962 irr 50 ) 
iff RFT 3 tpr RT-JFr ( 1 ) % RT.’-T RITT TFirF % 'fcflpTRR rVt 
ti l l,B it RR RTfTT # RpJTpPTT irPATTo Ro 85t RffPl 1-1-3-9 2 
TFT Tnita RTTF A RR XtfR^RRt R RFR TRiJR) if FtFRGF' 
r fRR) r RRitR % Rrer*pF -pf rtiirttri PrarR % ftrnr 
rut jttR tt w rftr rtFtr rf Ftrt rt i 
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^rrrg 5fT, JRl'p 5f'• 1 °> 1992/srri^n 18, 1914 


New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 


3tf? to: sisto snfu^rff % 3W sifaftro ¥1 turr 6 ^ 

tottt Ci) % srate *r*pr frote I st | ; 

afk m, to: %rshT qro?R ?f tot farts tt froR VRt % 
T^rnr to irfiifTOT % iptot u ftfafa^: ■<rRpfr it Trote 

TO SrftTTOT qfTO TOTf TO ftfTOTO pOTT f.\ 

to, m: tot ?rfbftTO r?t stttt 6 rrt tourt ( 1 ) ?m 

7 TO 9lft=f TO TOR TOT §n fRTOT TORm qrfTO TOrtt | 

fa to sqfafror h ttot totot t faftrftR tot \fmn *t totPt 
qfSRR TITOTOTO fsTTOT % TOtTT % far iTTyTRi ?ri%T 
fan arm |; 

arfa rrr»f to am to totrt ( 4 ) srrcr tot rrftTTf an 
toPt to% §q %rrte trtot fMfsr to! | ft? tot Ttfrof if 
TOrfbr to «rfa=PR %r?te trtot Jr faftr m to ^srm ibr sfk 
JrtwftT? to arara if rrsff Train % tot to if, Tfrorr % 
jramro to to mater at fafar fm 1 


S.O. 2605. —Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. 
No. 851 dated 14-3-92 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right _o£ 
user in lands specified in the schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipeline ; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act. submitted report 
to the Government; 

And, further, whereas the Central Government has, after 
cons’dering the said report decided to> acquire the right of 
user m the lands in the Schedule appended to this notification; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred bv 
sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to this noti¬ 
fication hereby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 


TOfsfr 


! 

| 
r— t 

toIt 

faSTT % 

fro 

TT37 — TSRTcT ftRr-'tPTO 


TTTTO- 

-trPRr 



*TRo %RT 0 

TOPST 24 

0 

02 

12 

25 

0 

06 

24 

26 

0 

07 

54 

27 

0 

10 

66 

30 

0 

1 5 

47 

15 

0 

09 

62 

S’SFT 

0 

01 

56 

416 

0 

06 

76 

414 

0 

03 

64 

419 

0 

18 

62 

417 

0 

21 

97 

400 

0 

1 4 

69 

402 

0 

13 

65 

353 /A + B 

0 

2! 

84 

372 

0 

23 

S3 

373 

0 

09 

02 

366 

0 

00 

38 

365 

0 

27 

04 

28 7 

0 

02 

60 

283 

0 

18 

98 

285 

0 

1 4 

56 

277/B 

0 

08 

84 

2 76/B 

0 

23 

53 

268 

0 

1 5 

73 

269 

0 

26 

26 

273 

0 

09 

23 

274 

0 

02 

86 


[*ft sfto-1201 6/170/9 l-jfloTOo^-offo-I V)] 


TO- P’fTO, tro qf-Rnfr 


And, further, in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication 
of this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas Commission 
free from encumbrances 


SCHEDULE 

Pipeline from GNGM to MGS IT. 

State : Gujarat District: Blanch Talvkr : Yf fte . 


Village Block No Hectare Are Centier 


24 

0 

02 

12 

25 

0 

06 

24 

26 

0 

07 

54 

27 

0 

10 

66 

30 

0 

15 

47 

15 

0 

09 

62 

Cart track 

0 

01 

56 

416 

0 

06 

76 

414 

0 

03 

64 

419 

0 

18 

72 

417 

0 

21 

97 

400 

0 

14 

69 

^02 

0 

13 

65 

353/A i-B 

0 

21 

84 

372 

0 

23 

53 

373 

0 

09 

62 

366 

0 

00 

38 

365 

0 

27 

04 

287 

0 

02 

60 

283 

0 

18 

98 

285 

0 

14 

56 

277/B 

0 

08 

84 

276/B 

0 

23 

53 

268 

0 

15 

73 

269 

0 

26 

26 

273 

0 

09 

23 

274 

0 

02 

86 
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[No. O-12016/170/91-ONGD-IV] 
M. MARTIN, Desk Ofieer 
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qf ftqrf, in ferraR, 1992 

Sflf. wr. 2606.-- 04 - 3 fVr FTfaTt qr^'T^TT^T (*jTjt 

if qqqTq % srftrqrn: vr trfaArm, me? (1902 "ft 
so) qff etri ;i tff oteirt (1) % stetr rft trfr % 3 ^rf 
rftrqq Pptr tt wfEr^oRr tc wr . q\ a 5 2 q n\n 

2 s- 2-92 aRt E-cro rtfr 4 vq nfgjfqqr Sr oer wqflAt r 
P rErlfe •iifanf if qqq'tq % rf«R A qnpwTFtt tn ft®A 
4 fan itPsiR qrA mr wrr strir qtfaq eft ftqr qr ; 
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New Delin', the 16tli September, 1992 

S O. 2606.—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. 
No. 852 dated 25-2-92 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals 'Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of 
user in lands specified in the schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipeline ; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said /vet, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And, further, whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands in the Schedule appended to this notification ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said land specified in the schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 

And, further, in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that tho 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting kt 
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faTOT, l 6 FldTOT, 1992 


Central Government vests on this date of the publication 
of this declaration in the Oil and Natural Ga s Commission 
free from encumbrances, 

SCHEDULE 

Pipeline from well No. IStoS.I.P. 34. 


State : Gujarat District: Mehsana Taluka Kalol 


Village Survey No. 
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[lSo.O-12016/171/91-ONGD-JVJ 
M. MARTIN, Desk Officer. 
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New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

S.O. 2607.—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. 
No. 853 dated 23-2-92 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User ill Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of 
user in lands specified in the schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipeline ; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authodily has under sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And, further, whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands in the Schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion ; 
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Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred bv 
sub-section (I) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Ccntrnl 
Government hereby declarer that the right of user in the. 
said land specified in the schedule appended to this not'fica¬ 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 


And, further, in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4 1 of the toction, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said hinds shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this dale of the publication of 
this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas Commission free 
from encumbrances. 


hCllLDULL 

Pipeimc from Nofih KadiCTF to HARKHE.i 
S tate ; Gun'tit District Mchsana ialuk.i : Ktilol 
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New Delhi, the 16lh September, 1992 

S.O. 2tyi8.—Whereas by notification ol the Government of 
India in the Ministry ol Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O, 
No. 856 dated 14-3-92 under sub-section (I) of Section 3 
<>t the Petroleum an Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Act. 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right or 
user in lands specified in the schedule appended to that noti¬ 
fication for the purpose of laying pipeline ; 
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And. whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub¬ 
section J) of the Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

An further, whereas the Central Government has, after 
consideding the said report decided to acquire the right of 
user n the lands in the Schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion ; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declars that th right of user in the said 
land specified in the schedule appended to this notification 
hereby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 
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And, further, in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of the .section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication of 
this dccladation in the Oil and Natural Gas Commission free 
from encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 

Pip line from 1-WED (40) to EANWA EPS-1 
Sint - : Guintt Di tri t: Mchst>, n a Tflukfl : CWn« s uia 
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[F.No. 0-12016/175/91 -ONGD, -IV] 
M. MARTIN Desk Olficer, 
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New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

5.0. 2609.—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. 
No. 857 dated 14-3-92 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of 
user in lands specified in the schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipeline; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And, further, whereas the Central Government has. after 
considering the said report decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands in the Schedule appended to this notification ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred bv 
sub-section (1) of, Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 


l 99?./T9fft=r Ift, 1914 3$7l 


Government hereby declares that the right of user in the said 
land specified in the schedule appended to this notification 
hereby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 

And, further, in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting ifl 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication 
of this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas Commission 
free from encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 

Pipeline from LWFF (37) to LANWA EPS. II 
State : Gjiarat District : Mehsana Taluka : Chanasma 
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TNo. O-12016/I76/9I-ONGD-IV] 
M. MARTIN, Desk Officer. 
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New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

S O. 2610.—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India m the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. 
No. 859 dated 14-3-92 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of 
user in lands specified in the schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipeline ; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And, further, whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report decided to acquire the fight of 
user in the lands in the Schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said land specified in the schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And, further, in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting In 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication 
of this declaration In the Oil and Natural Gas Commission 
free from encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 

Pipeline from LWDO to LANWA EPS- 1. 

State : Gujarat District; Mehsana Taluka ; C'hanastna 


Village 

Survey No. Hcct. 

Are 

Cent. 

Lanwa 

510 

0 

18 

00 


433 

0 

25 

44 


436 

0 

07 

32 


[No. O-12016/178/9 l-ONGD-IV] 
M. MARTIN, Desk Officer. 


fafat, 1 6 ftPTWU, 19 92 

'ET.rrr. 2bit:—94; T’tF'T'PT tfrr tatf/ur '-uv-mivt 'jfa 9 
grurt % wfErviT 44 xfar wftrfrm 1962 (1902 44 so) 
tfr 9 FT .1 4Tf 94STF4 ( 1) 4r WtffiT 9144 *14444 % aft* 

RtfEPP Tp4T 99T99 4tf 44.4tT.fl' 860 4rffa 14-3-92 

SF4 *T444T if 99 wftt^TTr it 9949 U-T^vft if 

tjfrrtff if 944)4 T 4tfWR 44 445494441 44 ftl4tT4 % faq Xtfaq 
474% 44 949T WT4T4 4T4 f%4T 41 I 

aft* 44: 4444 srifEPPrft % 944 wfflfqqfl 44 UT4T 6 4% 94- 
HF4 ( 1) * Wffa trrurp; 4% ffat^ % 4t | I 

aftr trnf, *ra; Tiffa 94494 % 944 fafti qr faTF 1 414 % 

% 44W5*t WftJr(49r *t 44 4 9 fafflfjw sjfaTt 9 949)9 

44 wfn449 flfaq <94% 44 faf%T!99 fa9T $ I 

99, 99: 944 9faf%99 4% 9T4T 6 4% TTOFT ( 1) JFt 
34TT 4tf*F4tff44 49t9 <94% jit $Tjf)9 9494*9953441 9lfaq IFjfr 
| f%7 59 4tftr^44T if 99'9 4T-JiJ%r 4 fafafasr 944 4^9 iff % 
94444 44 4tfa444 41549454 fa®T% % Rqfaq % fa 1 * rr,TV jTrr 
flfaq fa'TT Tri4T f I 


3t>4 9T4~ 99 EJT4T 4% 94BT4I ( 4 ) JUT 949T 9rf*f89f 41t 
4414 97T% gq $9T)9 94444 f449 %%) | fa 944 4f94T if 94414 
44 9ftI944 9*444 if fofftqtfaT 4% 9914 44 'iff* RTiptq* 

ffa 91414 if 99) 419141 % *p4 ¥T if. 91441 % 44494 471 59 
4T4fa 47T f%fi54 Ijt4T I 


itt fr mr 

1 

14) (4- 1 

45 4r5T 

9f54 

4T94 : —7^4449 

fa9T : — 9g9T4r 

91^44 ; 

— 9UT99T 


*rhr 

94 4. 

t 

WT4. 

9ri. 

fairsr49T 

474 

0 

13 

20 


481 

0 

07 

20 


480 

0 

02 

78 


479 

0 

to 

20 


485 

0 

05 

28 


]9. 511.-12016/ 179/91—341 H4 4) ¥t-lVj 
tf9. 4lfi4, 9fa4441 

New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

S.O. 2611.—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry ot Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. 
No. 860 dated 14-3-92 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right ot 
user in lands specified in the schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipeline; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And, further, whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands in the Schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said land specified in the schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And, further, in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication of 
this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas Commission free 
front encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


Pipeline from LWDO, 

LWDL to LANWA 

EPS-I 



State : Gujarat District 

: Mehsana Taluka 

: Chanasma 

Village 

Survey No. Hect, Are 

Cent. 

Mithadharava 

474 

0 

13 

20 


481 

0 

07 

20 


480 

0 

02 

76 


479 

0 

10 

20 


485 

0 

05 

28 


[No, 0-12016/179/91-ONGD-tV] 
M. MARTIN, Desk Officer 
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[sriTI—*9T 3 (it)] 

4< faFlff, lafOTOTT, 1992 

44.WT. t'612.—-in'- ^5fPW4 *Vt 4ns"Ul4 ’jf’f 

gtpf ti r % wfsrTTT in snfn nfirPpnr, 1 9 o 2 ( 1 9 e 2 nr so) 
iff 9 FF a iff 44 am (i) wafa 4774 iwt 7 % sft T 

jriffftir ifa 447741 iff qfafjw nr.m.w. s6i mrli 14 - 3-92 

uriTr %4ffi 41444 4 iw| qfa^w & tfrrm it fqfafoz: 

4 f4iff ft isMuiW % nfai4T $ nt fmuf ^ f*o( 

irfan nr^ «ht tmt nrim itftri wrrfiprT *rr 1 

3fk rnr: wt STfsmrff ft 414 wfufiqR iff am e it 44- 

BTTTT (l) % Wtffl mW Tf fCTtJ * fc I 

sftr uti, 14: %JTfhr irtit ?r 4 m frmtf nr Prur inr^ $ 
twr 14 qftrwrr ir fo-m it fififw ^fait 4 4 iqf 4 

m wfamr wfam nrif nr PrfHTrrn fVnr 1 1 

*nr, m: 3 w qfaftqa iff am 5 iff Tiam (1) sm 
am Kifm nr srqti nri* 54 Turn amTT tpijm tfrPm nuff 
ft fa nfagno if rfarn qijip'ff if fafifasr 414 'jf’Rff if 
aiiti m wfamr irttwifa fasiff % spffaia % facf 4443747 
nTlI'l fait THAI ^ I 

3 ft< thr 44 am iff aitrm (4) im sna vrfarif n 
771)4 41 j, \ jr ifafpr h * *m < fr s 4 ^rff ^ fa th u fa m! ff -t-titif 
m irfanr foffa jrut if faf$i frir tff mw tfra aftr Trrnftw 
ffa trpffn if Rjff iwraff ir ijnr m if, atim k ttotipt tft 11 
nrffw nt fa%r iffiTr 1 

'P'r.iWfn (19) it 47417 TffRR-i m wt mri frorfr % 
far 1 

Tin : - -pipi fw : —tiiiiii : —wnm 


ati 

41" ?f. 

t 

WIT. 

if*. 

4t4r 4T4T 

379 

0 

07 

56 


398 

0 

03 

96 


397/kt 

0 

07 

80 


397 /tfr 

0 

08 

40 


39 0/rfr 

0 

OR 

40 


39 6/if/l 

0 

02 

16 


403 

0 

0 5 

40 


[ 4 . 3 ft.— 12016 / lflo/oi— 3 fT H»T iff ^t- 4 )] 
ffn. nrfnn, i^r sTfairiff 


New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

S O, 2612.—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Potroleum and Natural Gas S.O. 
No. 861 dHted 14-3-92 under sub-seetkm (1) of Section 3 
of (he Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of 
user in lands specified In the schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipeline; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 


And, further, whereas the Central Government has. after 
considering the said report decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands in the Schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said land specified in the schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And. further, in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication of 
this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas Commission 
free from encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 

Pipeline from LWAJ (19) to LANWA EPS-r 

State : Gujarat District: Mehsana Taluka : Chanasma 


Village 


Survey No. 

Hect. 

Arc 

Cent 

Mitbadharava 


379 

0 

07 

56 



398 

0 

03 

96 



397/P 

0 

07 

80 



397/P 

0 

08 

40 



396/ P 

0 

08 

40 



396/P/1 

0 

02 

16 



403 

0 

05 

40 


[No. O-12016/180/91-ONGD-VI] 
M. MARTIN, Dosk Officer, 

1 6 frpT^T, 1992 

44.WT. 2613:—mt: 'T^lpTtq atT"r tjpni 'TT5WTFT tjfu if 
tmPr % EfttHU 44 qfuiqqq, ihb 2 ( 1962 44 5o) 

4Tf SET 3 39WTTT ( 1) «^Et STTT tR44T % 4^444 sfk 
Mlf>(44> for 434*44 if) qfHtjSRTT 14.W.4. 14 42 Tlffi* 
8-6-92 5m LrjTla H *44T 1344 qfit^44T ?T 4 Nt 1 WT’J^l if 
rithtfr'Kt Kjritift 4 3q«fpr % qfsi4T lit 4TWTTT4f 44 hrst4 % 
fttu qfti'4 1E% 44 TOT 44W xrtlTT 4E firttT 4T I 

JlV: tin: 44T4 mfel4fl % 1JW qftrf444 iff nlTt 6 Ik 

i34snr (t) ^ qqfor refit i?r k iV 1 1 

sflT Sli?, 44: 5> r tft*t 4T14T if 444 frufr 44 flUTT 4 
% 44474 44 qfs^44T 44414 tTjgrtf if flMaTT stfinff q 44414 
14 Wfsl4T 1tf4(4 Irtif 44 fqfmt^it fefT ^ I 

S74, 44: 444 WfaffotR gff um 6 iff 444TTT ( 1) JTrt 
574TT vrf44 14 tpfWT 4iTir ^4ft4 W 4445TTT tfff44 

IrtTjff (j- f5jr T4 qfS(f44T if 4414 *t4g^f if faflflrtt 414 

sjffnft if 1341^4 14 trfs 44 r 11 1 ( 4 m 15 f4®t^ «F atfrinr 

^ rtT 4 44 ^sm qfs (4 fw 4 T 4 T fr | 

affr xmr 44 am iff aaam (4) jrtr tnrr ttrfimTf nr 
spfm nr^ 5^ fair? tot* Wir iftff I fn 444 sjffoff if Tnfrir 
nr ufanu %4ff4 4T14T if fsfei ?bt nt mm sft T STtrfwn 
ifa xTEtrir ifimf ^raraff ir 344 *4 if, «fti4T % 34444 iff *4 

wtfra nf f4f^4 ijfqT t 
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49*1* 


*99TI-10 ft *9917-2 447 9T19 4T44 

% 

f*T 


Tpi4 : — *J97pt 

fiPTT ’- 

9T949 : 

—*49 rs 

9f9 

14T47 4 . 

^4^47 

4f7. 

9#t. 

*9975 

777 4 

0 

12 

48 


759 

0 

32 

50 


757 

0 

18 

72 


7-16 

Ii 

OR 

3 2 


741 

0 

0 5 

20 


736 

0 

1 8 

7 5 


734 

0 

01 

01 


7 3 3/q 

0 

1 1 

9 0 


733/tft 

0 

00 

90 


4*14 ^47 

0 

00 

52 


681 

0 

15 

60 


679 

0 

13 

00 


680 

0 

06 

24 


618 

0 

24 

44 


626 

0 

0 5 

20 


56 1 

0 

12 

48 


562 

0 

0 5 

20 


5 64 

0 

28 

0 8 


5 50 

0 

06 

24 


570 

0 

20 

80 


569 

0 

07 

28 


[ 9 . *.-12016/ 

' 186 / 91 - 

-* 44 * *- 4 ] 


99. qtfeq, ifE vfstErn 


New Delhi, the 16lh September, 1992 

S.O. 2613.—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.U. 
No. 1442 dated 6-6-92 under sub section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (30 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of 
user in lands specified in the schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipeline; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And, further, whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands in the Schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user In the 
said land specified in the schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 


And, further, in exercise of power conferred by sub-sc 'tlon 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication 
of this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas Commisston 
free from encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 

Pipeline fro m OLPAD-IO to OLPAD-2 

State : Gujarat District: Surat Taluka : OLPAD 


Village 

Block No. 

licet. 

Arc Cent, 

Olpad 

777/A 

0 

12 

48 


758 

0 

32 

50 


757 

0 

18 

72 


740 

0 

08 

32 


741 

0 

05 

20 


736 

0 

18 

75 


734 

0 

01 

01 


733/A 

0 

11 

90 


733/B 

0 

00 

90 


Cart track 

0 

00 

52 


681 

(i 

15 

o0 


679 

0 

13 

00 


680 

0 

06 

24 


618 

0 

24 

44 


626 

0 

05 

20 


561 

0 

12 

48 


562 

0 

05 

20 


564 

0 

28 

08 


550 

0 

06 

24 


570 

0 

20 

80 


569 

0 

07 

18 


[No. O-12016/186/91-ONGD, IV] 


M. MARTIN, Desk Officer. 

Tf 1 6 ftririv. 1 992 

44.49.2 614.—44: TftftT'T<T *7 nrfiof ‘Tlf'ETHT 9 
st *4 4? sfftpEn: 93 arfa wftrfir* i 9 g::(i 962 >0 so) ^ trm 

3 VI 399T7T % 4*9 9P9 97437 % ^jtfqqq- *7 trnFrffE 44 
tfwm tit WfarpTAT 49.4T.9. 1444 91*15 6-6-92 

97497 % ^.rr nftttjspTT 4 4414 *t DrfqfirJ 

4jf*fT 4 44414 ft qftEEF f?t 4ITT4rff4f * fit 3 ft % f*T 
qf*T 47* 44 444T qpjpr sftftpr 44 frur 44 ; 

stV 44: 949 rtBpitt* t? 444 qfhftmr i?r urn e tI 
3 Wn (1) 9*9 44434 * fnfti f ft 

*r 4ft, 44 : %4ft4 47437 4 444 rftft 47 frTrr ^ri 
% tfiRtr f4 qftrr(44T ir qftM 4 faftriw 9 fa* 4 

B44T4 97 trfsnPTT qf*T V* 44 faf-SK-TT ftaT £: 

44, 44: 444 qfafrrqq 4?T SFtl 6 * ( 1) ;m 

444 si [Vi 44 94T4 S>'3 JtT 4>4ft4 47^97 In 4a ITT grfh f 

4rrft f? fV 59 484^444 it 99rq 44^rf) if firfhtw 444 

Tfwt if 44414 44 (rf&ETr tTtTTntTq fatjft % 4*44 V fan 
ntpjyrn qf*T Pert 4T4T fr. 

*7 4Ff 39 um * 4 -TJPT (4) jm ^4 qftn* 49 
44)4 47 * gq £'*9 97437 f 4 W f* & far 999 *4* if 
39*4 44 **937 99ft9 47434 if ft%T ft* 4ft 4414 *9 
*7 97ff94> if4 4T4t4 4 4* 379T* 4 9 44 49 4, *947 'f? 
4TV4T4 4ft 59 4lft4 4?t frfift *3T I 
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at^SV 

3HTT-6 & TJPTT 3f). nf). tra/aff.74.77. ?PP 7W7t^7 faW) % 
fatf I 

ttw : —’fsnFT fam: —Trim jtktt ■ inm 




qi4. 

qffic 

741147 412 

0 

03 

98 

411 

0 

04 

3 4 

413 

0 

13 

05 

-17 7 

0 

03 

10 

476 

0 

20 

8 0 

4f-8 

0 

20 

to 

475 

0 

11 

05 

474 

0 

05 

85 

473 

0 

10 

92 

472 

0 

00 

80 

461 

0 

03 

21 

471 

0 

10 

66 

47 0 

0 

02 

08 

468 

0 

07 

80 

467 

0 

01 

60 

4 6 .1 

0 

0 2 

6 0 

464 

0 

08 

06 

fv 

0 

00 

91 


[*T. sit .- 12016 /l 88 / 91 - 3 rt.l 77 . 5 f). 3 ft.-IVJ 
qq. TTfca, Jtr* a-fa-pr^f 


New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

S.O. 2614,—Whereas by implication of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. 
No. 1444 dated 6-6-92 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition ot 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention lo acquire the right ot 
user in lands speeded in the schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipeline ; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And, farther, whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering tho said report decided to acquire the right ot 
user in the lands in the Schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (I) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the fight of user in trie 
said land specified in the schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline ; 

And, further, in exercise of. power conferred by sub-seetton 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting fit 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication 
of this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas Commission 
free from cucumbrances. 

2413 Q1I92—7, 


SCHEDULE 

Pipeline from DABK.A-6 to DABKA GGS/GCS. 


Slnte ; Gujarat District:Vadodara Taluka : Padra. 


Village , ' Block No Hect. 

Are 

Cent. 

• 2 

3 

4 

5 

Majatan 412 

0 

03 

98 

411 

0 

04 

34 

413 

0 

13 

05 

477 

0 

03 

10 

476 

0 

20 

80 

448 

0 

02 

10 

475 

0 

11 

05 

474 

0 

05 

85 

473 

0 

10 

92 

472 

0 

00 

80 

461 

0 

03 

24 

471 

0 

10 

66 

470 

0 

02 

08 

468 

0 

07 

80 

467 

0 

02 

60 

466 

0 

01 

60 

464 

0 

08 

06 

Cart track 

0 

00 

91 


[No. O-12016/188/91-ONQD.-1V] 


M. MARTIN, Desk Officer. 


7{ ftCc*f), 1 6 fariTT, 19 9 2 

<PT. WT. 2 «15 : - -aa: TjTP-rq-n ark tsrpDt tjfa 

Jr 797)7 % qfs*u kt q^a afafaaa, 1962 ( 1,902 ) trr 50 ) 
fjt sm :: *f:\ 74 am % mter qtra manr % ^rf-qaa qk 
srpFifnr 44 tfimw 7?t a fa 5441 w ,\. vr , a" 1445 arftw 6-6- 

9 2 jm 717-44 if 77 qftljanT 4 77H qatjar if fitfffi' 

fifej: qfqqf it 74414 % qfaTIT T) 4rET4TI4f 44 ft 3)4 7) 
frn trfbpr 7PV) 44 WIT WWT4 4T4 fiTT 4T I 

sfrr 44: 4444 STtRlflf) % 744 qfefffiPT 77) am 6 

74RTTT ( 1) *P 44444 47) fbTti £ if) % I 

3flT 1414, 44: *mf)4 ffiOpT) i) 744 faffi 44 Pram 474) 

T4| qfarfffit) ¥) W rr-TiJ^f 4 PrfWT Y[f<)<ft 4 744)4 

44, flf50714 474^.47) PtfiffiAq faq) J I 

qr, qa: 747 qftrfaaa nr) am 6 | a) 74 am ( 1 ) 5Rt 

447 uffifa 44 44)4 474 a 74474 ^tTHTsT 

477tf) ft ftp ya qfa^rrr if data qatja) if PrPifa^ tw 
afaifr if 747)7 47 qf&arr) wptivi fawTd % 77)717 *P 

faffi, 44^5)4) qfiPT f%7T 7TT7) I 

srV af) 7 -i am # 74447 ( 4 ) iru 7 )) qffTTf , 57 

77'm 477 % jit fs*)7 7447rr fafur 47) if fa 74 T qfW if 
747)7 T,T qffJTTTT %7ft7 ' 74474 7 Plftja 4)3 47) 1 77W fit) 
affif’ HTffTP 77 '7)7)7 if ffifft 740)3)) 7 74) 7T if, :7)T7T $ . 
74777 >f) TO alf)7T 47) Ptflffi ?)7T I 
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wi It nw trw nvr w froifi fi Ft" i 

ttw: — \*rrcr fan? : —srfitva wtot : —Dvr 


flbr 

l^TPB »t. 

ftvtTO nrc. ffcfTro 

TOITO 

217 

0 

11 

28 


316 

0 

33 

44 


219 

0 

21 

00 


221 

0 

03 

20 


220 

0 

07 

20 


Wf 5ft 

0 

01 

8 0 


199 

0 

12 

10 


193 

0 

26 

8 0 


194 

0 

08 

40 


190 

0 

05 

36 


19 S 

0 

16 

40 


167 

0 

04 

80 


198 

0 

11 

20 


189 

0 

03 

60 


wii 

0 

01 

40 


183 

0 

14 

00 


112 

0 

14 

8 0 


141 

0 

or 

60 


[fio fit" 1861«/l8 9/91-fito 

fitofit" 

IV] 


f»r. inffiT, iiwarfawm 


Neiy Delhi, the 16th September, 1993 

S.O. 2615.—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas 3.0. 
No. 1445 dated 6-6-92 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared Its intention to acquire (ho right of 
user in lands specified in the schedule appended to that noti¬ 
fication for the purpose of laying pipeline; 

And. whereas, the Competent Authority has under as¬ 
sertion (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government, 


And, further, whereas the Central Government has, afte, 
considering the said report decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lends in the Schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion ( 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said land specified in the schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion horeby acquired for laying the pipeline; 


And. further, in exerdse of power conferred by sub-secObn 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication of 
this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas Commission 
free from encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 

Pipeline from Junction Point to Dabfca GCS 
State : Gujarat District : Vadodara Taluka ; Padra 


Village 


Block No. Hect. Aro Cent.are 


Gawusad 


217 

0 

11 

28 

218 

0 

33 

44 

219 

0 

21 

00 

221 

0 

03 

20 

220 

0 

07 

20 

Cart track 

0 

01 

80 

199 

0 

13 

10 

193 

0 

28 

80 

194 

0 

08 

40 

190 

0 

05 

36 

195 

0 

16 

40 

187 

0 

04 

80 

188 

0 

11 

20 

189 

0 

03 

60 

Cart track 

0 

01 

40 

153 

0 

24 

00 

152 

0 

14 

80 

141 

0 

07 

60 


tF.No. 12016/189/91 -ONGD-IV] 
M. MARTIN. Desk Officer. 


^fwfit, lefaTOTC, 1992 

TT.WT. 2616 :-TO ^frftTPT flrffiv 'TTTptWnpT tfffi 

if TOflN % flfafilT «T tr+T nffffjppr 1962 ( 1962 J^T 30) 

fit am 3 fit tprstm fi wtfhr nTrtr t-ronr fi 'ffUrtnR fiN 
fit tjfnnjV'fT wr.nT.fi. 1 446 urflw 
6-6-98 nrrt Wre trtwrr * flftPfro t toto TO^fit * 
faftPre flffifif *f % flfttw fit TiVPAWf fit ffiwA- 

gr ftp* flfspr wr ntpp smt fltffid fcrr at i 

sflr; to hwt tnfttwrff it flffihrro fit flirr r fit 
% flfifiT dtwix vt ftfitfi *t fit ft i 

sffr Wifi, TO fifttfl TOVPf fi WT fWtfi TO ffiflTO TOTt fc 

qrom srffi^TOT tr whto TOffit if faWpsr ^f*nrf fi srotn 

wt trfWrr flfro writ to ffifroro fron ft ? 

TO, TO TO3 flfaf H TO fit OTA 6 fit TO8TOT ( 1) JTTT 
m iffi n wfitv to* 5-7 fiflfft towto fiTO gpr fitftw 
TOtfr ft ffi *tr wft^ror if wto* fl^$^ *r WfitW tot Afro) 
if gmfre to flftrero firrofi % nfiripr fi fan tpw- 

j|TT flfalT fTOTT 'ffPTT ft i 


atv wifi tof otw fit ottotw 1 4-> ire tott flfftflf to 
tifiht vrt fififre tw Wt fifit ft ft ^ 

TOfitn ifl wfaror toffa totoa if Wftfi fit* fit tow ^ 
sffT ref fhT fltr flifiPr fi tnft srrtjftt fi fw «, aItot fi 
stwrepr fit mfift fit fafftrt fthn i 



; df t tt — 9* 3(H)] 


VTfVt ¥t : d'PJsfT. 10, 

tra*fTT-b ft WU Ttvt 

% ftrq i 

Tpfq : — TOTTW ftSWT : —«nfmr dPPfd : -TraTT 

tor 



WIT. l flifhTT 


290 

0 

19 

76 


239 

0 

10 

66 


ipTl'^r 

0 

00 

52 


29 1 

0 

13 

52 


292 

0 

05 

46 


285 

0 

11 

44 


277 

0 

12 

48 


233 

0 

10 

40 


234 

0 

22 

10 


201 

0 

12 

22 



0 

00 

52 


228 

0 

03 

12 


224 

0 

09 

88 


mi 

0 

00 

65 


200 

0 

13 

26 


199 

0 

08 

84 


202 

0 

08 

32 



0 

00 

78 


154 

0 

18 

20 


153 

0 

08 

45 


152 

0 

08 

32 


151 

0 

09 

12 



0 

01 

50 


143 

0 

0 0 

96 


146 

0 

18 

73 


145 

0 

07 

80 



ft 

0 0 

78 


125 /q 

0 

13 

56 


1 IS 

0 

86 

10 



0 

00 

35 

[«■ 

3Tt .-1201 

6/190/ 91-sit 

3ft 

to-4] 


qw , aifs*, wfirarfr 


New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 


S.O. 2616.—Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. 
No. 1446 dated 6-6-92 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of 
user in lands specified in the schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipeline; 


l, 1992/Wlfw id, l&U 3977 


And, whereas, ihe Competent Authority has under 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submit t6ed 
to the Government; 

sub- 

report 

And, further, whereas the Central Government had, a Ret 
considering the said report decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands in the Schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion ; 

Now, therefore, to exercise of the power conferred by 
sab-section (1) of Section 6 of the eqjd Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user to the 
said land specified in the schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And, further, in exercise of power conferred by aub-sectioO 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user In the sold tends shall instead of vesting la 
Central Government vests on till* date of the publication of 
this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas Commteatoa 
free from all encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 




Pipclino from Dabka-6 to Dabka GGS/GCS 

State : Gujarat District Vadodara Taluka 


Padara 


Village Block No. Hect. 

Are Cent, 

Chltral 290 

0 

19 

76 

289 

0 

10 

66 

Cart track 

0 

00 

52 

291 

0 

IS 

32 

392 

9 

03 

46 

385 

0 

11 

44 

277 

e 

12 

48 

2S3 

0 

10 

40 

234 

0 

22 

10 

301 

0 

12 

22 

Cart truth 

0 

00 

52 

228 

0 

03 

1 a 

224 

0 

09 

88 

Cart traoh 

9 

00 

63 

300 

0 

IS 

86 

199 

0 

oe 

84 

102 

9 

08 

32 

Cart track 

0 

00 

78 

134 

0 

18 

20 

153 

0 

08 

4J 

152 

0 

08 

32 

131 

0 

00 

12 

Cart track 

0 

01 

56 

143 

0 

00 

96 

146 

0 

18 

72 

145 

0 

07 

80 

Cart track 

0 

00 

78 

125/A 

0 

13 

56 

115 

0 

06 

10 

Cart track 

0 

00 

35 


[No. O-12016/ J 90/91 -ONGD-IV] 
M. MARTIN, Desk Officer, 
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Rfffafa, lef'T'FT 7 ', i« 9 2 

’FT. WT.2617.—RR: 'fftfRRR AT afaip RI*RRT*R *tfR 

Jr RRfan % wfemT «pr Rfar RfafaRR, 1962) (1902 

<ft so). fatrrrr 3 *: RqsrrTT % ruIr rttr rtrrt % R^.farRR 
srTc, Rrfffar rr rrtrr fa sfsr^rr fa. rt Twer i .147 
tnf.ur 6-6-92 m7r wrr Jr -sr wfaqRRT 7 5^ 

fafaffaz ajfafar if rrrtr $ trftrFrr fa rur 
Ri^fa <Fi frofa fa farR *rffar rrr *t toi rirr faffar 
*7 ffarr «rr 1 

3 ft 7 ITT: RWR STlfttfaTr RfR nfuf-PTR fa RT 7 T 5 fa 3 R- 

srr T r (i)- % trfaR RTfa? fa ftfat $fa$i 

fafa tnff, RR: fafaR RTfaifa 3<TR f-fafa R7 fRRT7 477% 
i Tufa ft XU! wftr’I^Ttl R - RfaiR RR^fa if fafaffar 
*ff*tRi V{ T 75 TR ‘FT irfttfaT fafat 4 n% rt faffaRR fen 

I I 

vx , rr: rrr RfafauR fa rut 6 fa rwct (i) jut 

JPW fatR am RRlR grfa JR fatTR tfTVU. R 15 JT 7 T 
Rif<TRRT 7 fa| rEt^rtt if rrir RRgfa 4 farfvfFwr rrr 

wfrrjff if STRiR *FT Rfafa 7 RTfaRTfa fitsfa % Rrttr 

* Frt rrrirt wferr fwr "sttrt 


New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

S.O. 2617.—-Whereas by notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. 
No. 1447 dated 6-6 92 under sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in I.and) Aet, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of 
user in lands specified in the Schedule appended to that 
notification for the purpose of laying pipeline; 

And, whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, submitted report 
to the Government; 

And, further, whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands in the Schedule appended to this notifica 

tion : 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said land specified in the Sctut’ulc appended to this notifica¬ 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And, further, in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of the section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in 
Central Government vests on this date of the publication 
of this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas Commission 
free from encumbrances. 


8ft7 RTR 3*7 UrTT fa 7RtrRr (4) ITTT jRiTfT fafafa 
47T RR>r RRT JR fafaR TRifqT f%Shr ^fa $ fa 
TJRiT 'fifRRf Jt 7J7R7R fa wfa-fTpr fafflR R7fa7 R fa fit7 
(jfa fa VSRR far afk RRf-R ifR RIRIR Jf R"fa RTRrfa 

it RTT rr Jr <rmrr fa RfaeiR stir tR rttw fa fafa-R 
jkrr i 


■ft r. 6 Jr mfa fa. fa. rr./ aft. fa. rr. 

Cv * ' 

tfa. Rrrr RTT R fa@fa * ftTR 


(JUT ; ^KRT 
Rfa 

T o 

RR7RR 


fj|'11 : R?V'T7r pi r«t.| : RfTTT 


IfTFfi - ft. 

ffa* 7 

RT7 Rfafar 

(0 

(3) 

(0 

( 5 ) 


0 

0 0 

35 

288 

0 

02 

60 

289 

0 

01 

40 

290 

0 

00 

00 

293 

0 

04 

40 

2 94 

0 

03 

00 

281 

0 

04 

00 

2 8 p/fa 

0 

00 

25 

274 

0 

05 

90 

•Ffi/I* 

0 

00 

25 

264 

0 

08 

50 

261 


00 

58 

262 

0 

02 

1 0 

260 

0 

0 3 

5 0 

254 

0 

1 0 

60 

258 

0 

00 

. . 80 

25 5 

0 

04 

1 5 

RTT# 

0 

00 

‘ ' 60 


[r. afr. i 2o i e/i 91/91-afr.RR. wr yNj] 
rr Rrfbr, ^^*7,' 


SCHEDULE 


Pipeline from Well No. 6 to Dabka GGS/GCS 
State : Gujarat District : Vadodara Taluka : Padra. 


Village 

Block No. 

Hect. 

Are Cent, 

Gawasad 

Cart track 

0 

00 

35 


288 

0 

02 

60 


289 

0 

01 

40 


290 

0 

00 

60 


293 

0 

04 

40 


294 

0 

03 

00 


281 

0 

04 

00 


280/B 

0 

00 

25 


274 

0 

05 

90 


Cart track 

0 

00 

25 


264 

0 

08 

50 


261 

0 

00 

58 


262 

0 

02 

10 


260 

0 

03 

50 


254 

0 

10 

60 


258 

0 

00 

80 


255 

0 

04 

15 


Cart track 

0 

00 

60 


[F. No. 0-12016/191/91-ONGD-1V] 
M. MARTIN, Desk Officer 


RiflRtfj, 10fRR7R7 j 199 2 

hr. RT. 17.—rr: 45rfRRR rV irf-ur Rr5RRHR RfR 

Jr RtRIr’ T RfatPT7 FfTt Ip4r wfafaRR, 1962 ( 1962 Tr 

so) fa R|1.T 3 fa RRRT71 * Rtffa WRR R7R.U % 
fJrRR affa RlfaiRF ifR RfaTTR fa RffJ*[RRT •FT. RT . R 
1448 RT7iig' 6-9-92 JFT fajfa R7R:p R RR wfil- 

gTiRT Jr rrir RR^/rr Jr fafafacj tjpRR'f Jr rrr'ir % 

rEiTK 471 RTV-MIffa fa fa^fa % ffar ^rRR :,17R ,R.T RRR. 

RPRR fafttR *7 faRT R7 I 
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(mil--*5TC 3(ii)] 


HKdTO7WT?UTO 1 jTO 1 o, 1992/TOfTOt 18,1914 


wit tot: rtot srTfsrTTT^t t m tfftfw t4 ottt 6 
lift ttwttt (i) % *nrra f-ft t 4ft Fv7i7 

tU wot, 77 : 7r-jff7 rtto t 4 tot f>TV TTfTOTrr tor 
% to to T7 to^rt *f fafafatT 

RfTOfr 3 ttttt to hFutf^ wFirr t.**i >0 frfaFirarR fror 
11 

ITT, TO : 777 TrfafdTR 7?T TO 5 ! 6 # 77trm (l) JUT 

jtt. 7 TrPfT to spto TOT jjp %sfi r Rmr TOtnur Rifror 
TOTf | fir it r^tot 7 r.tot toijr) if f^Ptfter w 
RfiTTO *f 7T7TR TO trftTTTR qTWTTTT f?G!T^ T JtRTRR $ 
fSTT mTIJPT RTTO %<TT RrTT | I 

aflt VT 7 773 stttt *r ttsutt ( 4) jm m wr^Fjrff 
to srtffa TOT ytr %Fjfrir RtTO 5- ^fr £ fir 713 

TjfWf r^wr torFrtot TOirw rtort if fTffyt ?"t% to 

TOfP ^7 srK TTffffP ‘ft Rf7T7 if RR> RTffTRf ft 
>j33 <*7 if rtw «f ^tottr t4 57 TOrtu 7 >’t fRfgR 
S~mT 1 


wrtjrt 

*r 7 i if ff if *4 to arr. TO. prr/jff Rt to 371 

70(7 HTTO fa 814 7 T ftpr 1 


TITO : 

fsT7T : 37r77T 

7T7FiT 17TT 

7T7 

*TTP 7. 

i 

srr< 

7'7TTO 

ET7RTTT 

603 

0 

I 6 

64 


602 

0 

1 .1 

52 


69 





599 

0 

02 

86 


777 f 7> 

0 

02 

96 


412 

0 

00 

12 


413 

0 

08 

32 


414 

0 

06 

24 


403 

0 

18 

20 


404 

0 

00 

60 


470 

0 

26 

26 


479 

0 

13 

26 


480 

0 

02 

60 


TO7 fTT 

0 

01 

27 


[Tf. *fM 2016 / 192/9 l-aff cp aft Tt 4 ] 
(77 rt^r, 

*R7T RfRTOTf 


New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

S.O. 2618.—Whereas by notification of the Government 
in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas S.( 
No. 1448 dated 6-6-92 under sub section (1) of Section 

B f ioh» «f P ?i roIe " m T an l ^ ineraIs Pipelines (Acquisition 1 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Centr, 
Go\ eminent declared its intention to acquire the right 1 
tw' n lands specified in the Schedule appended to that not 
ncation for the purpose of laying pipeline; 

„„ An ^. whereas, the Component Authority has under sul 
to the Govet7unent'; ,n & ”* ***** *«' — 


And, further whereas the Central Government has, after 
considering the said report decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands in the Schedule appended to this notifica¬ 
tion ; 

Nu'i ‘herefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
sub seetkn (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Go"' *'-ent hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said land specified in the Schedule appended to this notifica- 
(ion hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And, further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub¬ 
section (4) of the section, the Central Government directs 
that the right of user in the said lands shall instead of vest¬ 
ing in Central Government vests on this date of the publi¬ 
cation of this declaration in the Oil and Natural Gas Com¬ 
mission free from encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 


Pipeline from Dbaa to Dabka GGS/GCS 
State : Ou/arat District: Vadodara Taluka : Padra 


Village 

Block No. 

llo- 

ta'e 

Arc Centi- 
are 

Dndhawada 

603 

0 

16 

64 


602 

0 

13 

52 


599 

0 

02 

86 


Cart track 

0 

02 

96 


412 

0 

00 

12 


413 

0 

08 

32 


414 

0 

06 

24 


463 

0 

18 

20 


464 

0 

00 

60 


470 

0 

26 

26 


479 

0 

13 

26 


480 

0 

02 

60 


Cart track 

0 

01 

17 


[No. 0-12016/ 192/91-ONGD-IV] 
M. MARTIN, Desk Officer. 


mru ftrrro R crow 

RtfaFtff, 7 SHOT 199 2 

TO. *)T. 2619 :—to: fTORfatfapT (TOT T Rtf if TO RR> 

HR, fakf "brfRT TOTTO RhWwT TOf T TO if fTOff 

tfTOTT/TOk faro^ rttott if srtTTfaR Trot | tot fam 

fTOTO fWTR wfafTOTR, 1957 ( 1 957 TO Gl) 7TT Upr 4 4 
SOTHEff k TORI' 5 : foTO 2-4-8 8 4r 7TfTO . P95. 20 

( 18) / 84 PR fr ffFT srTOTO ptrq 77 «T ftmif 

775 wftTOTO Vf (TUT 11-P Tf TTdTTT (;i) if (TffTO 
wrrfTOt/ r.fi 7 , ^75 RtfsiF: ipr yxrtrr k 30 fro <ffr 

toRt if rpTOtt fTO R 1 

aftr TJ7TT jflfTO ip SR7R if JTTTT jt Rllfdtff 
jfrr ^STTRf TO $>rhj RWT7 JUT 7fTO S7T7 fWT TOT I 

affy to: TO7TO if fTOtfr ulTOl/ftTOlq 

fTOT« 7TTOI if TOlTO Cfit TO firTO feqT | I 

TO: TO, TOJET RTTTiy, 773 TrfnlTOR T^f HT T T 
1 1 P 7 ?f TTOTTT (2) JTTT STOTTrfTTOf TO TOPT 7TOT JP; 
RTT-q % mratTO if Vt Ttfa^TOT % HTO7T7 7?f 31^)^ % 
frorff Tff 773 7(T7 7T7I7T if H^lFT fiTTRftff^TT 

TOftTO TOffT ^ I 

RdftTO:—“frftwr TTFTtTf if 774 7T3 ffiTT 7’TO R 

100 ’ sffff wr if^TOT 7q:TO ir fat 3;V if 5 o' 

*f\ff Rtot tot *7ttt ?ff % ftjnrrFf) 737 ) ir f4t 






3^80 the gazette of india: October 10. 1992/asvina is, 1914 [Part ii—Sec. 3(h)] 


ark y* if 100' qtf) q^qr DOTraT % fat 

3lk if ¥t uq *jq OTT 3«TT STtfipU srFtfa'F TT5- 

mrsrr % fat ifT qTqTf 0 .7 UOT £fa t fffa OTOTt 
qb dfafaqr jintfaT wimt h "a-Rfa’’ (urfar) 4 'tk- 
qldd fkrr arifTT ^ i” 

[q. %— r 3 oi 1/4/8 7 /yf¥fIIn/qt^/’jnkfr] 

mi. yq. ar^Tpr, wot qfaq 


MINISTRY OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
(Delhi Division) 

New Delhi, the 7th April, 1992 

S.O. 2619,—Wheicas certain modifications, which the Cent¬ 
ral Govt, proposed to make in the master Plan for Delhi/Zonal 
Development Plan regarding the areas mentioned hereunder 
were published with Notice No. F-20(18)84-MP dated 2-4-88 
in accordance with the provisions of Section 44 of the Delhi 
Development Act, 1957 (61 of 1957) inviting objections!sug¬ 
gestions as required by Sub-section (3) of Section U-A of the 
said act, within thirty days from the date of the said notice; 

And whereas objections and suggestions have been received 
in response to the aforesaid notice and have duly been con¬ 
sidered by the Central Govt; 

And whereas the Central Government have decided to 
modify the Master Plan for Delhi/Zonal Development Plan; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section, (2) of Section 11-A of the said Act, the Central Govt, 
hereby makes the following modification in the said Master 
Plan for Delhi with effect from the date of publication of 
this Notification in the Gazette of India. 

MODIFICATION 

“The land use of an area measuring about 0,7 acres 
falling in Defence Colony and bounded by 100 ft. 
wide road existing tomb in the North and bounded 
by 50 ft. wide road and residential Hats of block ‘C 
in the South and bounded by 100 ft. wide road Hig 
School for Girls in tho East and area bounded by 
D.M.C. Boys & Girls Primary School in the West 
is changed from “Educational" (Primary School) to 
“Jnstutional" (Religious).” 

TNo, K-l 3011 |4|87|DD[IIA|VA[B1 
I. L. BANSAL, Under Secy. 


fo=%( fTTTCT StlfWOT 


fff fcevff, 2 8 f%HTS(T, 19 92 

OT.OT. 2620:—%rgkr ffOTT f OT fe~fr ROT 
fwra tDftt % f%«rf%fOTT Tofrvr qrkr 

TT 5fUffa it, TOTf Tl TjfaTr % f%rr TTfrqg-fyq 

sptrrftiFT Tott tott I 1 TP=rrfrT tmftOT % my if 
5qfOT q% qflf STFlfk ^OT £> eft 

OTT%i OTTf%/?p9R ?3T % ^PT jfR q; r 

<nft^ % 30 forr m mfy % Iott, 

ffrftFfffal, “tf” OTFff, f%TrtT TOT, . FT. O'., 

fft Tt *T if qq fETT# f | ffTTkr 

Tt%/%fafa OT 4TTT OTfOT tnOT TfP iffy qqf qf q | 


PwffcJff ; 

"OT-TOT trrfi-14 (fiFOTOTT if TOT 4T% 

cT«Tr TTTT, ifm far if qpfrf % aftyfffkUT 

% REJTT ?ITT foTT Sfffffa TF£ % fat: tkTOTT 1 . 00 

Nott ( 2.5 ttt) wst % yrfa oPTm %t "p%tc3rTr- 

ait” % "prqjff?R7 arVr qh-m-OTrfa-T ^ftrerraft” 
(OTTOT 9jT*T) % OTvfa OT 3OTTT | l” 

(2) StOTlfOT %%mff 4% TTtFt faFFT WIT 
fatiSSOT % fab TT Tr^ftf-Ff, POT TRTT 

Fff Plff, PTHTT, 03f pf'TT, %f\i , Tf. 

Tt feOTf % TOT mfy % 3TTT ppr TrT-fTOT) 4% 

OTTid %tOT I 

[P. OTFT-3 ( S7)/90-TR.'Ti] 

OTTiT fpz, TNT 

DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 
PUBLIC NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 28th September, 1992 
S.O. 2620.—The following modification which the 
Central Government proposes to make to the Master 
Plan/Zonal Development Plan for Delhi, is hereby 
published for public information. Any person having 
any objection (suggestion with respect to the proposed 
modification may send the objection/suggestion in 
vvriting to the Secretary, Delhi Development Autho¬ 
rity, ‘B’ Block, Vikas Sadian, I.N.A., New Delhi within 
a period of 30 days from the date of issue of this 
notice. The person making the objcotion/suggestion 
should also give his name and address. 

MODIFICATION : 

“The land use of an area, measuring 1.00 ha. 
(2.5 acres) falling in sub-zone F-14 
(Kishan Garh Area) bounded by regional 
parks in the North, South and East and 
existing road and region al parks in the 
West, is proposed to be changed from 
‘recreational' to ‘public and semi-public 
facilities’ (Cremation Ground).’’ 

2. The plan indicating the proposed modification 
will be available for inspection at the office of Deputy 
Director, Master Plan Section, Vikas Minar, 6th 
Floor, T.P. Estate, New Delhi on all working days 
within the period referred above. 

[No. F. 3(57) |90-MP] 
RANBIR SINGH, Sccy. 

OTJTOT 3flT Tfknr OTOTUTT rttot 

(OTTFOT f%OTff) 
fff 29 Rf, 1992 

OT. qr. 2621 :—%%OT urq-fT vffTHkf OTfffa- 
?TR TfVOT' 1 956 (t956 OT 102) 

OTTT 4 3%T HT7T 32 gTTT SITk TtfOTTf OT 

OT>T |t: t, qpdkf OTfffaWOT fffkOT fffTR, 1957 

OT %%hOT *67% % f%n fqOTf%fOTr fiRT TTTfff 



[rpt II—iff» 3 (ii) ] 


3981 


WTTTLa 'FI ypREC rpffpn 1 0, 19fi2/WTfiW^ 1R, 19 14 


3T«rfcT : 1. (l) ^R pRRR’t FT RpSTPR R[R RRrftR 

srrRferpr ifore (rst>.ft) fRRR, 1992 % 1 

(2) r ttrrr R rfrpt 9ft rrIrt ft rfr 

flNr 1 

2. rt t r I r Rr^famp qfpR 1957 R; 

(1) Irrr 17 Jr, “TfRRjt^R'’ arlp “rt *RfRf^t- 

fTR ?W JTTT RpRRPR" FT, R?t-R$t t Rr% 

tt)r ftpff rttiri 1 

(2) fRRR 19 % fffiRF R, ''TfRT^tfrR’’ SRR FT 
pfr-T fFRT 3iW I 

[rrrtrP. 11013 / 1 / 92 -iTp.f, (f3fr)] 
sir:. fRFRfRRt, £?f Rfwft 


MINISTRY OF HEALTH & FAMILY WELFARE 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 29th May, 1992 

S.O. 2621.—In cxeicise ot the powers conferred by sec¬ 
tion 4 and 32 of the Indian Medical Council Act 1956 (102 
of 1956), the Central Government hereby makes the following 
rules further to amend the Indian Medical Council Rules, 1957 
namely :— 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Indian Medical Coun¬ 
cil (Amendment) Rules, 1992. 

(2) They shall cotne into force on the date of their pub¬ 
lication in the Official Gazette. 

2. In the Indian Medical Council Rules, 1957 :— 

(1) in rule 17, the words "registered” and “or received 
by unregistered post” wherever they occur shall "be 
omitted. 

(2) in rule 19, in the heading, the word “registered” shall 

be omitted. 

[No. V. 11013/1/92-ME(UG)] 
R. VIJAYAKUMAKI, Desk Officer 
The Principal Rules were published vide SRO. 1319 dated 
16-4-1957. 

Subsequently amended by S.O. 3229 dated 4-11-1980. 

^hqi 3f)R RRRR RRTRR 

Rf f%PpfT, 2*4 RRRT, 1992 

ft.w. 2622.—RRfRer (rrrpt ) fRRR, 1983 %fRRR 
7 8 % RrR RfaR RRpRR RfTrfRRR, 19 52 

( 1952 FT 37) % tjs 5 % RRtRT (l) ^ 3TTT 

HRR PTf^eTiff 'FT SPT>T FTR gF afty; ^ RRTRR 

28-7-92 tfft Rfa^RRT R, 809/2/92-tnT7(*Fft) 

% «pjfr if, %^r rtftc: frrt ^rtt, 103 , 

i7*ff “iff" jjw Rpf, 5Rf srtf fItt rrrt, 

3FT?fH-56 003 4 F> FRftR fhFR RRFTR af^TPftR 

RRI^FTT RRR % RPFR % if R^FFT 7717 RR% RPtR 
?TR RF fRRRR FTcft f, I 

[FT.R. 809 / 2 / 92 -^ 9 ; (tff)] 
PR. ROTY RrTFTRR, RE[RR rPrr 


MINISTRY OF INFORMATION & BROADCASTING 

New Delhi, the 24th August, 1992 

S.O. 2622.—-In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sec¬ 
tion (1) of section 5 of the Cinematograph Act, 1952 (37 of 
1952), read with rules 7 and 8 of the Cinematograph (Certi¬ 
fication) Rules, 1983 and in continuation of this Ministry’s 
Notification No, 809/2/92-F(C) dated 28-7-92, the Central 
Government is pleased to appoint Mrs. Kamala Kumar of 
103, 17th “C” Main Road, Vth Block koramangala, Banga¬ 
lore-560 034 as a Member of the Bangalore Advisory Panel 
of the Central Board of Film Certificate with immediate 
effect and until further orders. 

[File No. 809/2/92-F(C)] 
S. LAKSHMI NARAYANAN, It. Secy. 

Rffcesft, 24RRRT, 1992 

FT.RT. 2623.—RRpRR (WR) fRRR, 1 983 % 
fRRR 7 afR s % RTR Tfef RRfRR RftrfRRR, 

1 952 ( 1952 FT 37) RT? 5 (l) % 

JTTT RRR FftRRf Fr RRVr FTR gF afty; ^ tfRfRR 

% f^rr^r 30 - 9-91 "iff RffcpjRRT ft. 809 / 1/92 

q9i(7ff) % RRRET if, REFIT >sfr P PETRI 

RgRR RT^R >5ff ^FTST RR. RTtft, RR 1J? 
46, ^TR%R RtRTRRf, W RR, T$i TfT, (^fR 

rTser), ^.srf .ft ,^f. rfYr, 3TKr£-4ooo56 aftT 

J jff PR. 3TR. 0I<^, RR?t tsYR F^RRl, RR^lF RTPR 
R*f®Rt, #^JT, SR5lt- 7 4 9ft%RffR flPR RRPnR 

RfT? 9if ReTT^FR R^ef % RRFR % RR R 

RfFPR RRTR R RR% RftRT ^Pf cT9> fdfPT T r fft 

I 1 

[9R.R. 809/l/92-PR; (Rf)] 

PR. RWl RITERPT Rd'fcT RpM 4 
* « 

New Delhi, tile 24th August, 1992 

S.O. 2623,—Tn exercise of the powers conferred by 
section (1 ) of the section 5 of the Cinematograph Act, 1952 
(37 of 1952) read with rules 7 and 8 of the Cinematograph 
(Certification) Rules, 1983 and in continuation of the Minis¬ 
try’s Notification No. 809/3/91-F(C), dated 30th September, 
1991, the Central Government is pleased to appoint Sht> 
Sarfraj Ahmed, C/o, Mr, Shaillish R. Gandhi, Prabhu Griha 
46, Hntkesh Society, 1st Floor, 7th Road, (North-South) 
JVPD Scheme, Bombay-400056 and Shri H. R. Maloo, M/s. 
Jain Co., Near Basant Studio. Chcmbur, Bombay-74 as Mem¬ 
bers of the Bombay Advisory Panel of the Central Board of 
Film Certification with immediate effect and until further 
orders. 

[File No. 809/1/92-F. (C)] 
S. LAKSHMI NARAYANAN, ft, Secy. 

Rf ftFRl, 2 4 RTFR, 1992 - 

RR.Rr. 2624. -RRpRR (RRFRR ) pRRR, 1983 

% fRRR 7 3ftT 8 % Rf R TfefT RRfV<R RfRfRRR, 1952 
( 1952 RTf 37) % 5 % RRtjR (l) STTT 

STfT RffRRlr FT RRtR |P 3ptT ^R RRFTR % 
fRRTF 24-1-92 RpR^RRf R. 814/ll/90- 
RF (Rf) % THRR ^ R7FR 7pf?fV RTR)f 

RIR 106, RRR RR, fR3T«f ^TRT, RFRTR2: 
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19. «r'f %. f'TT’pTFT 

20. tfr i. fURTTN 

21. NY NTR TER 
2 '. «ft rr.sfr. tdt trDrr 

23. «ft$. TTTTT 

24. ufaR 

2 5. JfTr ?wn q'qr 

26. Nf 'fl.'lT. TTNTTT 

27. «ff ft. ftBrfN 1 

28. «ff %. PR. TfafT IF^T 

2 9. "-ft tr.BT. WfpT TrffTN 

3 0. NT NR. TrfrRT 

31. At TfI>ATm 

32. at nett Tnrr rjt 

33. NT. TFT £t™TT 

3 4. «ft NT. Ilff ET TFK 
3 5. sfl TTFT^TT 
3 6. *sfT ft. ft. fttTTFETT 
3 7. *ft NR. FT^flffT 
38. «ft tfiifFtFT TfFTTT 
39- <Slo !po JTTR IjTfffTTT 
4 0. «T> fto TTTp FpT< 

41. Tfo TTifr 

42. A WIT q% fdTT NETT 

[TT.N. 809/9/92-^. (*ft)] 

OFT. Tfrff TRFRR , TTO 


NinUT NTRof, fftTSTT, TT ffcTt-l 10016 3fV 

sfl.TT. TfTT, TT-17 9-TT, !TTT TT, TTPftT TIP, 

t| fa-fr 110017 tt T^nr fpRr srttt frf pfl 

f^-fr FTTCfFPR TTN % TTFT % PA if TTPFT 

STOTT it FETA NTRT ftf TP fTfPT TCTt £ I 

[TT.FT. 814, 1 l/90-TT(ffl)] 
TFT . NWtTRITUIT, FTTR FtfTT 

New Delhi, the 24th August, 1992 

S.O. 2624..—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of the section 5 of the Cinematograph Act, 1952 
(37 of 1952) read with rules 7 and 8 of the Cinematograph 
(Certification) Rules, 1983 and in continuation of this Minis¬ 
try's Notification No. 814| 11 (90-F(Cl, dated 24-1-92, the 
Central Government is pleased to appoint S|Shri Alok Nath 
Dixit, 106, 1st Floor, Siddaddh Chamber, Adjacent Azad- 
Apartmcnts, Jdauz Khas, New Delhi-110016 and V. S. Pandit, 
S-179-B, 1st Floor, Panchsheel Park, New Delhi-110017 as 
Members of the Delhi Advisory Panel of the Central Board 
of Film Certification with immediate effect and until further 
orders. 

[File No. 814| 11|9'0-F(C)] 

S. LAKSHMI NARAYAN, Jt. Secy. 

Tf ftRft, 27 WTFrT, 1992 

TENT. 2625.—TtNt (sRPTT ) fTWTeft, 
1983 % fr-TT 7 3 tVt 8 % FTTT NfST TTfTT 

WfafTBT, 1952 ( 1952 TT 37) % tfT-5 % fTEIT 

( 1) tTRT srm NfRifr %[ STJftT TNT | it 3tVc RT 
PTFTT % ffTTP 3 0-9-91 tT WCT^TTr (l) FT. 
S09/5/91-TT (Fft) 3^7 fTTfT 15-5-92 nfl NfEPJTTr 
(ll) Ff, 809/ 9 /92—^95 Fff % N^FR if FFtpR 

RTFNfrrfrrT *4 Pn ft fr %Fftr Bp?ft outfit fti 

% PTBT FTTTf^PR fcTT % FPRT % trq- if 

STOTT Ff srrlJT TP fffPT 

1 . NT . fFTR FTmt 

2. IT. T-Nl TROTTl Aft 
3- *rV NTT*? Tt?T 

4. «ftFrrt TrarWr 

5. «fr tttt-IT . fjott 

6. =Tr NR. TPTtTTT 

7. p ft ttt. f’wrr^fr 

s. sfBrffr Trr 

9. rr. at. t.it. ntH 
1 o- «fBTefr NTT NPNRNIT 
11. «ft*Tcfr FT^tY 

12- sftN.FJT. ?H?T 

13- ? Tnrft NTBT RFTT 
1 4. NtFTrft Twt NeTT 

1 5. cftFTFff T7TNT NTTTrT 

16. «ft . NTTDTT 

17 . «ft H- TWPf 
18- «ft'TNJJT*T 


New Delhi, the 27th August, 1992 

S.O. 2625.—In exetce.e of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of section 5 of the Cinematograph Act, 1952 1 .37 
<>f 1952) read with rules 7 and 8 of the Cinematograph 

(Certification) Rules, 1983 and in continuation of this Minis¬ 
try's Notification (i) No. 8095/91-F(C) dated 30-9-91 and 
tn) No. 809/9/92-FtC) dated 15-5-1992, the Central Govern¬ 
ment is pleased to appoint the following persons as members of 
the Madras advisory panel of the Central Board of Film 
Certification with immediate effect and until furthtr orders 


1. Shri G. Kumaraswamy 

2. Dr, Nalli Kuppusamy Chetty 

3. Shri Ananda Mohan 

4. Smt. Annakili 

5. Shri M. A. Subhnn 

6. Shri R. Dhamotharan 

7. Shri S. Krisbnamurthv 

8. Smt, Devi Krishnan 

9. Dr. T.A.A. I atiff 

10. Smt. Jaya Arunachalam 

11. Smt. Anne George 

12. Shri J. M, Haroon 

13. Smt. Bama Ramanan 

14. Smt. Lakshmi Albert 

15. Smt. Kamala Anbarastt 

16. Shri V. Jagadesan 

17. Shri M. Lakshmanati 

18. Shri A. S. Shanmuaham 

19. Shri K. Kiruphkaran 

20. Shri K. Sivaraj 

21. Shri M. Chandran Nair 
7? Shri A. V. Rajagopnl 
23 . Shri E. Thangaraj 
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24, Shri V. Sankar 

25, Ms Dasri Padnta 

26, Shri P. N. Raiecdran 
27 Shri T. SivApuul 

28. Shr/ K y i jcpalakrisbnan 

29. V i i A. S Sakihi Vadivcl 

30. Shri R. Thamodharan 

31. Shri Kandaswamy Chcttiyar 
32- Shrl I m.<-hn:i Rajctam 

33. Dr Balakrishnan 
34 Shri N. Shankaran Nair 

35. Shri Vasuuevan 

36. Shri P. T. Sivaraman 

37. Shri R. Sathyanturthy 

38. Shri Francis Bostiyan 

'9 Ih. K Yi-'iLraoiPrama.i'an 
40. Shri V. Sanmugha Sundar 
41. Smt P Venn Ku.iwi 
42 Sint, P. v jayaiakshmi 

[File No. 809'9/91-F(O] 
S, LAKSHM1 NARAYANAN, Jt, Secy. 
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SFTterBf % fatr 19 RT#, 1992 R W. RTF 4r RTHf- 
Rfa RT farF FTF OTRFfV %FT FtfaF faiRT FT, I 

sfk %4 it 54 wn 4r ttr £ fa; faTrfa?r R trf 
WTrmftr 4it w. rtf tfV affa: qrRTRfa % fm rtirt 
fftt sfaftFr %, 

Wrf: W, ajWrfRFr 3TfErfHRF, 1947 (l947 

R>T 14 ) tfasjRT 2 % RF? ($) % TTRfa (vi) % 
sT^r rrr iirfFwi rtt snffa Refa go, 
fwc TfrFr rtT frt FfafapEFT % mrifr-.^rf % 
fair 19 1992 F FTF R?V 3ffa WflFfa 

% fair sfpff aq'qTffT TfaT F¥FF ffiFTT | I 

[FRFT EF-11017/2/.\ 54V-1 (it)] 

FF. ttset. 'TTTRTT, FRTFiFF 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR 


FARR 

(*F# Ft#) 

R# 16 ftcFFT, 1992 

Rrr. ft. 2626.—Trsprrcr 
sr«ft3T?fr % f^T'T srfFr) fam, 1976 % fFTF 10 % 
' 3 sfrm (2) 3 tVt (4) % FrjFFR *V FFRF, 
TrT aft I TDrrfa| faFtf ffiV fafaiFT RrrqfFF, ^ 

4r, Ffr F7Frf>7r n f^V v; vrimm sth 

RTF V*. f%4T t, JrfSTffsrcT ffiFTT | I 


New Delhi, the 14th September, 1992 

S.O. 2627.—Whereas the Central Government having been 
satisfied that the public interest so required had, in pursuance 
of the provision of sub-clause (vi) of clause (n) of sect Ion 2 
ot the industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), declared 
by the notification of the Government of India in the Minis¬ 
try of Labour S.O. No. 759 dated the 24th February, 1992 
the Banking Industry carried on by a Banking Company as 
defined in clause (bb) of section 2 of the said Act to be a 
public utibty service for the purpose of the said Act, for a 
per ; bd of six months from the 19th March, 1992. 

And whereas, the Central Government is of opln’on that 
public interest requires the extentioo of the sa d per od by a 
further period of six months; 


[F. f?*V —92/Tr.*fT.-l/l2/6] 

RTfnpRii f, fPff, rsrt sfr# 

MINISTRY OF RAILWAYS 
(Railway Board) 

New Delhi, the 16th September, 1992 

S.O, 2626.—In pursuance of sub-rides (2) and (4) of Rule 
10 of the Official Language (Use for the official purpose of 
the Union) Rules 1476, the Ministry of Railways (Railway 
Board), hereby notify the Office of the Inspector of works 
Pathnrdih, Eastern Radway. where the staff have acquired 
the work ; ng knowledge of Hindi. 

[No. Hindi-92/OL-l/12/6] 
MASIHUZZAMAN, Secy, 
Railway Board and Ex. 

Addl. Secy. 

FF RFRF 

R# factfV, 14 farfWTT, 1992 

«ft. m. 2627.—% 4 fa TpTffn; ?v ftt frtftf 
ffr FT% TT far Ffarfifa Sr ORr fvCTT sfafifTF FT, 
afturtfw forr? srfafRRF, 1947 (1947 ^ 14) <tfV 
RTF 2 % (?) % RFRfa (vi) % % 

5FjFFT Jr FTFT FFTTR $ FF FFRR *tfV 
WTT W. m. 759 f^TPP 24 1992 ffTTf 

tftnr 'fTCFfr am Ternrr Ttrrr |, td srrarT^m % 

2413 01/92 —8. 


Now, therefore, : n exercise of the powers conferred by 
the proviso to sub-clause (vi) of clause (n) of seclion 2 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 

Government hereby declares the said industry to be n public 
utility serv : ce for the purpose of the said Act. for a fu"ther 
period of six months from the 19th September, 1992. 

[No. S-l 101712’85-D.KA)] 
S. S. BRASHER, Under Secy. 

17 ftnWTT, 1992 

*rrr, sit. 2628-—% m bbtoft 

gV tsn% tt far tiffarfar 5 r $bt tertn ifafiTfr *jt, 

3ffaftfw fa^TK TTF^fatTR, 1947 (l947 «f?V 14) 

4V tJTTT 2 % WT (*) % tTTsf* (vi) % 

% WRT7T «TTTff WTTfn: % «tR RVMT >ffV 

. W. 1005 fa^rfar 27 TTpf, 1992 

STTT ’HKeOd 33TTT f^FT ?ETT 41 arfafaTHT % 

SPTfaFfi % fapr 9 TT&T, 1992 TV Hi: RTF' 

% faftr H>F iTTtfVtfV RRT RVfarff faRT FT 1 

3iVT ITVm tpV TFT t far yffarfipT TV i3»Rr 

y p TIFfaf W. RTF R?1 3ffa RTMlFftr % faF RTIFTf 
tjfTRT V4 F.1 ''1 ^ I 

Fd; R?, affaftfaRT faFTT STffjfFTR, 1947 ( 1947 RTT 

14 ) RTTT 2 334 (T) % (6) % 
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TvEffi 5TTT TEST UffaTTT TT RAlT TT# ? Vs>T 
TTffirT TUI TT TUT TrTffaUT % SHffaTf % 

ff'T'7 9 5T-TJ5T 1992 LT 35: ETT ffif 3ftT TTTT^far 
% fapr vf(T TTTEft fan WtffaT ffifat | I 


[ot ee— 11017/5/91—hrfarfa rut fa] 

nrr. iTff. RnEW W nfa'T 

New Delhi, the 17th September, 1992 

S.O. 262R.—Whereas the Central Government having 
been satisfied that the public interest so required had in pur¬ 
suance of the provision of sub-clause (vi) of clausc(n) of 
section 2 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), 
declared by the notification of the Government of India in 
the Ministry of Labour S.O. No. 1005 dated the 27th March, 
1992, the services in the Food Corporation of India to be a 
public utility service for the purposes of the said Act, for a 
period of six months from the 9'lh April, 1992; 

And, whereas, the Central Government is of the opinion 
that the pubh'c interest requires the extension of the said 
period by a further period of six months; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by the 
proviso to sub-clause (vi) of clause(n) of section 2 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 

Government hereby declares the said industry to be a puhlic 
utility service for the purpose of the sa ; d Act, for a further 
period of six months from the 9th October, 1992. 

[No. S-11017[5|9M,R. (PL)] 
S. S. PRASHER, Under Secy. 

T# foeSft, 15 fEflTTX, 1992 

tt. 5ii. 2629.—^hftfw ffanr nfnffanr, 

1947 ( 1947 ffil 14) A WTT 17 % 5WJE'I T, 

H 75 R SErdfa? TTTlfl WTOS f far. 

% JUFSHTeT % aflr ^fr% ffiRffiRT T 

sffar, TAi'n Jr fafEE EEiifTF fan? ii fafarr 

STEffiX Ttefifa'F 3ffatf7TOT, nRETOH % ITTE ffiT 

SEffiffaT ffiuff ?, 91 T ’fatf'ET TETHT'Et 9/9/92 TT 

seft §nr nr 1 

[/fan TE—22012/79/90—wrfTH (fa-ll)] 

HE! EET, t-RT nfaffirfa 


Now Delhi, the 15th September, 1992 

S.O. 2629—In iwsurnce of Section 17 of the Industrial 
aspires Act, 1947 04 of 19471, the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Govcrmuest Indus¬ 
trial 1 rihnnal, A sc mol as shown in the Anncxure, in the in¬ 
dustrial depute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Dalurhand Colliery of M|s E. C. Ltd. and 
tbev workmen, wlr'ch vas received by the Central Govern¬ 
ment on 9th September, 1992. 

[No. L-22012/79/90-IR (C-U)l 
RAJA LAL, Desk Officer. 

ANNEXURE 

uFE-RF THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBU¬ 
NAL, ASANSOL 

Reference No, 44|90 
•’RESENT: Shri N. K. Saha, 

Presiding Officer. 


PARTIES: Employers in relation to the Management ol 
Dalurband Colliery of M|s, E.C. Ltd. 

AND 

The : r Workman 

APPEARANCES : For the Employers — Shri P. Eanerjce, 

Advocate. 

For the Workman — Shri Sanjib Banerjce, Asstt. 

Secretary of the Union. 

Industry : Coal. State : West Bengal. 

Dated, the 31st August, 1992 
AWARD 

The Government of Jndvi n Ihe Ministry of Labour in 
exercise of the powers conferred on them hv ela"«e I’d) of 
Slib-section ID and ■-■nU_cec' : c“i (2A1 of Section 10 of ihe 
'".t-’rtrial Disputes Act, 1947 has referred 
dispute to Ihis Tribunal for rdiudicatmn vide M’nVrv’s Or¬ 
der No. L-22012l79l9Q-IRfC.il) dated the 10th October, 
1990. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management in denvin" etn- 
nlovmcnt to the den^nd^nt of Late Nobel Dos. Ex, 
UG loader, is justified 9 Jf not. to what rcEef the 
dependent person is entitled?" 

2. To-dnv 131-8-9?) Shri S niih Rnnericc. A»s*t, s’frrftarv 
of the Union submits that the workman is not ; n t--?. ; +»d ‘o 
proceed with this case. As such the union is also not m'eres- 
ted to proceed furher. 

3. In view of (he cir0umf, t tmc“s 1 have no o'Rer altoreofIve 
but to oass a no-disrutc award and accordingly a no-d : spute 
award is passed in this case. 

N. K. SAHA, Prosiding Officer. 

Ef fo#, 15 faTRIT, 1992 

ffiT. 5E. 263 0.—sffartfaffi ffan? 3TREWT, 

1947 ( 1947 TT 4) 4ft ETPT 17 % E 

fefar Baffin: tot Tfaort mr £ fa far. 

% % Era fafaE fa far tt% T4~rn % fan, 

nnfa e faffar fafaffa fan? Jr %?fm- tetec 
fafafaffi Tfaouvr nrTTfan % TWT Tl ETlffaT 
TT-fr I, 5ft qFsffa ETOTfffit E-9-92 ffit RET EOT 
■fa I 

[fasEl ET—19012/54/83—fa-IT (fa)] 
T15ff ETET, fafaffifa 

New' Delhi, the 15th September, 1992 

S.O. 2630..— In pursuance if Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the uward of the Central Government Indus¬ 
trial Tribunal, Asansol ns shown in the Anncxrc, in the 
industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of luv Kav No,nr Colliery of M/s. E.C. ltd. 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government ort 9lh September, 1992, 

[No. L-19012/54/S3-D.IV (B)] 
RAJA LAL, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAI GOVT. IN DU-TIG \1 TRIBU¬ 
NAL, VSANSOL 
Reference No. 33192 
Present : Shri N. K, Saha, 


Presiding Officer, 
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be referred to Apex Medical Board by the management for 


[Will—3(ii)] 


Parties: Employers in relation to the Management of Jay- 
kay nagar Colliery of M|s. E.C. Ltd. 

AND 

Their Workman 

APPEARANCES: For the Employers — Shri P. K. Das, 

Advocate. 

For the Workman — Shri Sunil Dey, Vice-President 

of the Union. 

Industry: Coal. State : West Bengal. 

Dated, the 31st August, 129~ 

AWARD 

The Government of India in the Min.slry of Labour in 
exercise of the powers conferred on them by clause (a) ox 
sue UJ 01 secuon 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 

1947, referred the following dispute to the Central Govt. 
Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta under Ministry’s Order No. L- 
19012(54|83-D.IV.B dated 16-5-1984. Subsequently the 
dispute has been referred to this Tribunal for adjudication 
vide Mmistry’s Order No. S-l 1025) 1 [92-IR (C.II) dated 
27-3-92. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of .he management of Jaykaynagar 
Colliery of M|s. Eastern Coalfields Ltd., Post Office 
jaykaynagar, Distt. Burdwan in superannuating Shri 
Rakhahan Bagti, Blacksmith with effect from 
1-8-1983 is justified? If not, to what relief the work¬ 
man concerned is entitled ? 

2. The case of the union in brief is that the concerned work¬ 
man Sri Rakhahari Bagti was a permanent Blacksmith of Jay- 
kaynaga: Colliery of M s. Eastern Coalfield Ltd. He joined 
the service in 1951. According to the statutory ‘B’ Form 
Regis.er he was 54 years in 1980. Thre was no discrepancy 
in me Co.fiery records. But in 1983 the workman was sent 
to a Medical Board for detem nation of his age and at the 
dictation of the management the Medical Board gave a false 
report. On the basis of the ,ame the workman was superan¬ 
nuated w.e.f. 1-8-83 though h.s date of birth is 1-7-1926. 

3. Tlis union raised a d spate. But the attempts of 
concilia ion failed. The matter was sent to the Ministry 
of Labour, Government of India. Ultimately the dispute has 
been referred to this Tribunal for adjudication. 

4. The case of the Management in brief is that the 
concerned workman was employed as a Blacksmith. Accord¬ 
ing to the ‘B’ Form Register and other statutory documents 
the workman was aged 56 years in the year 1982. During the 
first part of 1982 it was observed that the workman was 
not capable of discharging his normal duties due to this 
ill health. It appeared to the management that he was 
above (0 years and the entry in the ‘B’ From Register is 
not correct. So the management sent the workman to the 
Medical Board and the Board found on 16-7-82 that the 
workman was aged 59 years on 16-7-82 and as such he was 
superannuated w.e.f. 1-8-83. There is nothing wrong in 
the act of the management. 

5. According to the workman was aged 54 years in 
1980. The management has come with the story that the 
age of the workman recorded in the ‘B’ Form Register is 
not correct. So he was referred to a Medical Board for 
determination of age when hs was found incapable of doing 
his normal duties. I find that the management itself does 
not rely on the entry of the statutory ‘B’ Form Register. 
The workman could not produce any iota of evidence to 
prove h's age or date of binh. This workman comes from 
a Schedule Caste Community. I find that without getting 
the workman examined by any Apex Medical Board the 
management referred the case to Age Assessment Committee. 
In this case the management has failed to produce the 
sC’entific datas on the basis of which the Medical Board 
came to its finding. So it will be very risky to rely upon 
the dcc’sion arrived at by the Medical Board. Considering 
the nr'ncip'es of enquiry, natural justice and good conscience, 

I find that in a case like the present one the workman must 


determination of h>.s age. 

6. In the result I find that the action of the management 
in superannuating the workman w.e.f. 1-8-83 is not justi- 
lied, f ire management must reier the concerned workman 
Sri Rakhahari Bagti to the Apex Medical Board for determi¬ 
nation of h,.s age : 

(a) if the Medical Board finds that the workman was 
aged 60 years or more on 1-8- 83, then the workman 
shall not get any relief and 

(b) if the Medical Board finds that the workman was 
aged less than 60 years on 1-8-83, then the manage¬ 
ment shall pay ail the wages and other balance 
retirement benefits to the workman from 1-8-83 to 
the date when he actually attained the age of 
60 years. 

This is my award. 

N. K. SAHA, Presiding Officer 

fft 15 1992 
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1947 ( 1947 SR 14) ^ STITT 17 % if, 

E"<STT TRiRT ffiRfxpCT SfTffi T!,B f €i fST. % 
SsRSTcRr % TFT? fffTRTT 3fk sfMSfuTi % «fN", 

SURE! it fafesj miR it TRiT SVPTC 

afNftftR! Ufa***, SffiiiTRT tW 

I, 5ft %fsfra TT-CTR ffiT 9-9-92 ffit Sri c o f^TT =4T I 
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New Delhi, the 15th September, 1992 

S.O. 2631.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Jabaipur as shown in the Annexure, in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Rajgamer Colliery of S.E.C. Ltd. and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central Govern¬ 
ment on 9-9-1992. 

[No, L-22012/452/90-IR (C-II)] 
RAJA LAL, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE HON’BLE SHRI V. N. SHUKLA, PRESID¬ 
ING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR (M.P.) 

Case No. CGIT/LC(R)(68)/1992 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Rajgamar 
Colliery of S.E.C. Ltd. Korba (East) P.O. Korba 
Colliery, District Bilaspur (MP)-495679 and the 
workman, Shri Gajanand Prasad Sahu, Clerk Gr. 
Ill, represented through the Branch Secretary, Rash- 
triya Koyia Khadan Mazdoor Sangh (INTUC.), 
Block 15, Qr. No, G-64 (S.F.C.L., PO Korba Colliery 
District Bilaspur-495679. 

APPEARANCES : 

For workman—Shri A. R, Kurrey. 

For Management—Shri A. P. Singh. 

INDUSTRY : Coal Mine DISTRICT : Bilaspur (MP) 

AWARD 

Dated, the 26th August, 1992 

This is a reference made by the Central Government, 
Ministry of Labour, vide its Notification No. L-22012/452/ 
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90 IR , (C-II) dated 30-3-1992, for adjudication of the follow¬ 
ing dispute 


SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Rajgamar 
Colliery of S.E.C. Ltd., in not granting pay protec¬ 
tion to Shri Gajanand Pd. Sahu, Clerk Gr. ill for 
the period 10-1-88 to 14-5 88 and also not paying 
the ditfcrence of wages for this period is legal and 
justified ? If not, to what relief the workman con¬ 
cerned is entitled to ?’’ 

2. Parties did not file their respective statement of claim 
etc, in spite of notices. However, they have filed a Memo¬ 
randum of Settlement dated 24-S-1992 duly signed and veri¬ 
fied by the parties. The terms of Settlement are as under :— 

TERMS OF SETTLEMENT 

1. Sn Gajanand Pd. Sahu S/o Dallu will be paid diffe¬ 

rence of wages ol Clerk Grade III for the period 
from 10-1 88 to 14-5-88 as per rules. 

2. This ia full and final settlement of the issue arising 

out of the case. 

3. Thw cate will not be taken precedence in any other 

case. 

4. The above settlement will be implemented within one 

month. 

3 I have gone through the terms of Settlement duly arrived 
a' betwe-n 'he parties which ap-ear to be just, fair and in 
“ ' he wo'kman concerned. I therefore record 

.award in erms of Settlement and make no order as to 
costs. 

V. N. SHUKLA, Presiding Officer 


df 15 fUdHP, 1992 
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Now Delhi, the 15th September, 1992 

SO. 2632.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby published the award ol the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Asansol as shown in the Annexure in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Girmint Colliery of M/s. E.C. Ltd. and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central Govern¬ 
ment on 9-9-1992. 

[No. L-22012/111/90-1R (C II) J 
RAJA LAL, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL, ASANSOL 

Reference No. 40/90 

PRESENT : 

Shri N. K. Saha, Presiding Officer. 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the Management of Girminl 
Colliery of M/s. E.C. Ltd 
AND 

Their Workman. 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers—Sri P. Banerjee, Advocate. 

For the Workman—Sri Sunjib Banerjee, Asstt. Secretary 
of the Union. 

INDUSTRY : Coal STATE : West Bengal 

Dated, the 28th August, 1992 
AWARD 

The Government of India in the Ministry of Labour in 
exercise ot the powers conferred on them by clause (d) 
of sub-section (1) and sub-section (2-A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 has referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide Ministry’s Order 
No. L-220]2/111 /90 IR (C-II) dated 10-9-1990. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the management of Girmint Colliery under 
Sripur Area of M/s. ECL in terminating the services 
of Shri Munshi Issai, CCM Driver, w.e.f. 1-7-1989 
on the ground of superannuation on the basis of 
al.ered year of birth as 1929 from 1932 wes 
justified ? If not, to what relief the workman is 
entitled ?” 

2. To-day (28-8-92) Sri Sanjib Banerjee the Asstt. Secre¬ 
tary of tile union submits that the workman is no longer 
in erested to proceed with this case. So the union also 
does not like to proceed with the case. 

3. In view of the circumstances T have no other alterna¬ 
tive but to pass a no dispute award and accordingly a no 
dispute award is passed ia this case. 

N. K. SAHA, Presiding Officer 

frf fTvSft, 15 falTRT, 1992 

RfT. STT. 26 33-—■3rWtf'W f<TTTT WfSTfaiPT, 

1947 ( 1947 TT 14) tTTTT 17 % SFJtfTTT if, 
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New Delhi, the 15th September, 1992 

S.O. 2633,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Asansol, as shown in the Annexure in 
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New Deilii, the 17th September, 1992 


[RFf II- -t»* 3(ii)] 

the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management ot Victoria West Colliery and their work¬ 
men, which was received by the Central Government on 
9-9-1992. 

[No, L-22012/161 /87-D.1V-B-IR (C-Hij 
RAJA LAL, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE TIIE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL, ASANSOL 

Reference No. 54/89 

PRESENT : 

Shri N. K. Saha, Presiding Officer. 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the Management of Victoria 
West Colliery. 

AND 

Their Workman. 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers—Sri P. K. Das, Advocate. 

For the Workman—Sri Sanjib Banerjee, Asstt. Secretary 
of the Union. 

INDUSTRY : Coal STATE : West Bengal 


b O 2634,—In pursuance of Seed m 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 194/ (14 ol 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award ot the Central Government 
industrial Tribunal, Calcutta as shown in me Annexure, m 
me industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management ot ChinaBuri Colliery of M/s. E.C. Lid. 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 10-9-1992. 

[No. L-l 1025 /82-D.1V (BJ 
RAJA LAL, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 41 of 1982 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the Management of Chinakuri 
3 Pit Colliery of Eastern Coalfields Ltd. 

AND 

Their workmen. 

PRESENT : 

Mr. Justice M. N. Roy, Presiding Officer. 


Dated, the 28th August, 1992 
AWARD 

The Government of India in the Ministry of Labour in 
exercise of the powers conferred on them by clause (d) 
of sub-section (1) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, has referred the following dispute to this Tribunal 
foi adjudication vide Ministry's Order No L-24012/16!/87- 
D.IV.B/IR (C-II) dated the 7th/18th December, 1989. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Victoria 
West Colliery, P.O. Barakar, Dist, Burdwan in not 
declaring Sri lairam Koiri, UG Trammer immediately 
unfit though suffering from leprosy a nd denying 
employment to his dependant as per Clause 9,4.2 
of NCWATII, is justified ? If not, to what relief 
the workman concerned is entitled ?” 

2. Today 28-8-92 Sri Sanjib Ban*':e*„ the Asstt Secre¬ 
tary of the union submits that the concerned workman is no 
longer interested to proceed with this instant case. As such 
the union is also not interested to proceed further. 

3. In view of the circumstances I have no other alternative 
but to pass a no dispute award and accordingly a no dispute 
award is passed in this case. 

N. K. SAHA, Presiding Officer 

^ 17 PdrlH T, 1992 

■ Wr. 2 .3 3 4. —'SfaftfTOT fTTTT srfapTtrR, 
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APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of Employers—Mr. R. N. Mazumdar, Advo¬ 
cate with Mr. D. Mukhopadhyay, Advocate. 

On behalf of Workmen—Mr. Amalesh Mitra, Bar-at-Law 
Mr. S. K. Bose, Advocate. 

STATE : West Bengal INDUSTRY :. Coal 

AWARD 

Over the action of the Management of Chinakuri Colliery 
of Messrs Eastern Coalfields Ltd. (hereinafter referred to as 
the Employer), in deducting 9 days wages of 63 workmen 
(hereinafter rclerred to as the Employees), whose names are 
mentioned in the Annexure to the order of Reference No. 
L-11025/82-D.1V (B) dated October 11, 1982, a dispute was 
raised if the said action was justified, the present dispute 
was referred for adjudication with a further order, if the 
action was not justified, to what relief the Employees were 
entitled ? The case ol' the employees was represented by 
the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha (hereinafter referred to as the 
said Union). Admittedly, the employees were employed in 
Chinakuri 3 Pit Colliery. 

2. It was the case of the Employer that the Reference, 
arose on a letter dated October 24, 1980, which was served 
by the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha (A.I.T.U.C.) and it was 
the case of the Employer that the said notice was illegal, 
as the same was in contravention of the provision of Indust¬ 
rial Disputes Act, 1947 (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Act). It was also contended that the said Union, had no 
lucus standi to raise the concerned dispute in respect of 
the concerned Pit of the Employer, where, about 1891 
workmen were employed and the said Union had no member 
out of those workmen. Such being the position, the 
Reference was claimed to be bad, void illegal and without 
jurisdiction and justification. It was also indicated that 
since the Reference itself was in respect of justifiability or 
otherwise of deduction of wages in respect of the Employees, 
so that would come within the four corners of the Payment of 
Wages Act, 1936, for short the 1936 Act and would not 
come under the said Act. 

3. It was the case of the Employer that on March, 
15, t980. the Employees and many others, staged a wild 
cat strike, without any notice and in a concerned manner, 
absented themselves for the whole day of March 15, 
1980, In fact, they absented themselves from the points/ 
places, where they were scheduled to work and as nidi, 
under the provisions of the said 1936 Act, deductions 
were made from their wages for the absence on that day 
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and thereafter, they served notices on them, for deductions 
to be made for such absence and then served notices on 
them (being Ext. M-14 series, marked with objections), 
to show cause, why 8 days wages shad not be deduced irom 
their wages, in terms of the proviso to Section 9(d) of the 
said 1936 Act, read with the Payment of Wages (.Mines) 
Rules, 1956 and after the above acts and actions, on follow¬ 
ing the principles of natural justice, an enquiry was held and 
conducted, where, it was found beyond any reasonable 
doubt that the Employees, in a concerted manner absen¬ 
ted themselves from work on that date without any notice 
and also without any reasonable cause and as such, orders 
were passed for deduction of 8 days wages from the.r earned 
wages by Ext. W-l and such action was also clamed to 
have been taken with due justification under the provisions 
of the said 1936 Act and the Rules framed thereunder. 

4. The Union by their written statement dated May 5, 
1982, not only put forward their case, but also filed rejoinder 
to the statement of the Employer. 

5. It was the case of the Union that on March 15, 1980, 
the Employees came to the Colliery for discharging their 
duties, even inspite of the strike called by the Unions except¬ 
ing the Union in this case. It has of course been claimed 
that the strike as called, was due, legal, bona fide and that 
too, in exercise of the legitimate Trade Union Activities 
and on the concerned date, the Employees took the lamps 
to get down the pit. but one Santosh Mondal along with 
others stopped them and did not allow them to get down the 
pits and because of such intervention, the Employees failed 
to proceed any further. As such, some of them made 
representations to the Management of the concerned Pit 
by Ext. W-l, to afford and arrange for proper security, 
so that, they could perform their duties. 

6. It has been indicated that the Employees waded for 
sometime with the expectation to get prjpr protection and 
assistance from the Employer, but, since nothing tangible 
was done, so, they could not discharge their duties. It 
has further being alleged that as nothmg was done by the 
Employer that resulted in encouragemnt of threat io the 
Employees and tuey were forced to leave the C illicvy, as 
otherwise, they would have faced dire consequence. In 
fact, ihey had to leave the place of work, as they being 
pc.utic.ving employees, were not willing to have (hemsclves 
entagled in any incident of assault or otherwise. But, one 
tiling was certain that they were not iri any way connected 
with the strike or trey had any intention for supporting such 
strike in any manner whatsoever. It has been stated that 
because of the unhelpful attitude of the Employer and their 
failure to give due protection, the Empnyees could not per¬ 
form their duties on March 15, 1980 and i. was their belief 
that the Employer, to satisfy and oblige the striking workmen, 
took no steps in the matter and have illegally and arbitra¬ 
rily, punished them. 

7. It was the case of the Employees that while showing 
cause, they duly explained the reasons for their inability 
to perform the duties on March 15, 1980 and such failure, 
was greately due to the failure of the Employer to provide 
for adequate security. In fact, for such inaction on the 
part of the Employer, the Employees have stated that they 
could not perform their duties, out of fear. It has been 
claimed that the action to deduct nine days wages, was 
arbitrary, bad, illegal, unjust and irregular, apart from being 
contrary to principles of natural justice and furthermore, such 
action was vindictive too. The statements, contrary to the 
above, were also categorically denied or that the Em¬ 
ployees in this case, had either active or passive support. 
They, in fact, on the concerned day reported for duty, 
took their lamps, but could not perform their duties for 
reasons as indicated earlier. The dispute as referred, was 
claimed to be an Industrial Dispute, duly raised. It was 
stated that their was no illegality or any irregularity or exces¬ 
sive use of power in making the Reference and the prliminary 
objections as raised and indicated earlier, were also denied 
and disputed. 


8. In the rejoinder of the Employer and further rejoinder 
by the Employees, the statements of the parties were 
correspondingly denied and disputed. .Further reference to 
that rejoinder, in my view, will not be required to be 


made, as all the material facts have been indicated earlier. 
It should be noted that there was no order indicating that 
the further rejoinder of the Employees was allowed to be 
Used and considered, although there was a prayer for the 
same. 

9. WAV-1 has deposed that the Union did not call any 
strike on March 15, 1980. It was stated that 2 workers 
of West Bengal Khan Mazdoor Sangh were suspended and On 
such tnat Sangh, gave the strike call and Sanat Mondal, 
a locai leader prevented the worker members of the Urnoc 
to attend their duties with the help of outsiders. He has 
also stated about the help and assistance asked for from 
the Employer which they in their turn had not really 
affordeu. There was grave doubt and dispute on evidence 
of Ext. W-l was really and in fact handed over to the 
Employer or to any Officer under them. The joint peti¬ 
tion by the Employees as mentioned earlier was marked 
as WV7-1. He has further stated to be knowing all 
employees, who affixed their L.T.ls in the said Exhibit 
W-l and he explained, the contentions of that exhibit 
himseli to the employers. He denied the suggestion that 
he d.d not file the said Exhibit W-l to the Welfare Officer. 
It was nis further evidence, on March 15, 1980. he was 
in the pit and the distance between the pit and the lamp 
room will be 22 to 23 ft. and there was no system of 
any pass out and none went underground in the pit 
after i, A.M. It was his evidence that lamps are provided 
for go r.g to the underground from 8 A.M. to 8.30 A.M. 
and the worker members of the Union, attended to go 
within :he mine, collected their lamps, but they were 
not al owed He has further stated that he was an audit 
clerk in the Colliery and all class of employees went on strike 
with Sanat Mondal and the member with him, would be 
about 70/80, which also included some outsiders. He was 
)cot in a position to say, if attendance of a large 
number, of employees were recorded, but he claimed 
that such attendance may be manipulated by the 
Employer. WW-2 was working in 3 number pjt of the 
Colliery and the members of the Union, he has said, 
to have attended their duties on March 15, 1980, when the 
Union did not call any strike. He stated that he went to 
attend his duty, but Sanat Mondal, the leader of another 
Union obstructed him. It was his case that on such obs¬ 
truction, he went to the Manager, but he did not make any 
arrangement to enable the employees to work, although re¬ 
presentations were made to him on that account. I have 
already indicated the effect of the evidence on this point. 
He is one of the persons mentioned in Exhibit W-l, 
which was said to have been submitted to one I. D. Singh. 
It war. his case that the members of the Union observed 
a strike on the day. But, even then, the employer served 
show cause notice for such strike on the employees, which 
was replied to by Exhibit W-2. The receipt of this Exhi¬ 
bit was of course, denied in his cross-examination. This, 
witness J>as reported to have gone to the Pit Head on 
March 15, 1980, but the Employees were not allowed to 
enter the pit. At the relevant time, he was working 
as timber mazdoor and it was his case that his hazira was 
taken at the mouth of the Pit in a register and be was not 
sure, whether his hazira was entered in the Incline Register 
on- March 15, 1980 and that, all along he worked under¬ 
ground by going through the incline. He has stated that 
he has worked both by going through the incline and also by 
lift. He denied the suggestion that the employees were 
not prevented for entering as mentioned earlier. He was 
not sure about, the exact hour and date, when Exhibit W-l 
was filed or at what place, the said application was produced, 
as a long time has passed. He also denied the suggestion 
that the said Exhibit W-l, was not given to Sri I. D. 
Singh. 

10. The Manager, Chinakuri Pit No. 3, deposed as MW-1. 
He has stated about the Wild Cat strike on March 15, 
1980. by the workmen under him. He has ofcourse testi¬ 
fied that the reasons for such strike was the suspension 
of the two workmen as mentioned earlier. It was his 
case that the employees, who went on strike, demons¬ 
trated at the first shift, which starts from 8 A.M. _ and 
dmon?'ration was made in front of his office and * n his 
presence and amongst the demonstrators, the names of 
the Employees mentioned in the annexure to the Order 
of Reference, were there. He agreed that before going 
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He has stated to have informed the Employees that such 
Sdden* strike was illegal and he also directed the Welfare 
Ofli'er I D Singh, to prepare an appeal, requesting the 
workmen, not to ’resort "to such strike. The copy of ffie 
appeal (with objection) has been marked as M-T It was 
his evidence, he has stated that pit No. 3 ot the Colher, 
has two units, which are in-charge of two different lender 
Managers and the incline m at a distance of about 1000 ft. 
from the pit. It was his evidence that he asked the Under 
Managers of the units, to record the name and designation 
of’the employees going to the place of work and such instruc¬ 
tions were also given to cap lamp room, whose mcharge 
was Mohan Lai Halwai. He has further stated that on took- 
ins at the demonstration, the Employer increased the number 
of Security Guards at the startegic points of the two Units. 
The Under Managers, were directed to report any ohdtuc- 
tion, tension or agitation in the Units. He has prided, 
while he went round within the area, within the Pit, he' 
cb'd not hnd any agitation, obstruction, tension either m 

Pit No 3 or the incline. It was his case that most or 

the workmen of the second and third shifts also went on 
strike, but about 180/190 workers went to their places 
of work and out of an average number of workmen ot 
940 to 950. thev did their work. He has specifically stated 
that Sanat Mondal along with others, never obstructed any 
workmen from going to the place of work and there was 
no such comnlaint from Sanat Mondal or any other person 
to (he Welfare Officer, about the obstruction created tn 
them. He has ofcourse denied that WWs. I and 2 reported 
to the We'fare Officer, about the obstruction created by 

others. He has stated that for underground workmen, the 

attendance register in Eorm *0’ is maintained and Registers 
‘A’ to ‘F’ are maintained in the official course of business, 
relevant pages whereof were marked as Exhibits M to M-2/ 
11 and tho^e of register ‘B' were marked as Exhibits M-3 
to ’ M-3 H. He has stated that relevant pages of register 
‘C’ are marked as Exts. M-4 to M-4/7 and those of re¬ 
gister TV, are marked as Exhibits M-5 to M-5/14. It 
was his ev : dence that relevant nages of register ‘E’ was 
marked as F.xts. M-6 t 0 M-6/5 and those of register ‘F’, 
were marked ?,s Exts. M-7 and M-7/6. It was his evi¬ 
dence fhat the list of staff workers, who went underground 
for duty on the concerned date, were prepared under his 
sign,»ure. With reference to Form ‘C’ register, the said 
list was marked as M-8 (after objection). 

11. It was hi« further evidence that show cause notices 
were given to all workmen who participated in s'rike and 
that ; nc’uded the Employees mentioned in the Order of 
Reference. The office copies of the show cause notices 
have been marked collectively as M-9 and it was his further 
evidence fhrt those notices were also hung up in the Notice 
Board in his office. Exhibit M-10 is the report under the 
signature of A. N. Cbatterii, in respect of the above strike, 
and he has testified that Exhibit M-U, alongwith the ex¬ 
planation were sent under his signature, to the A.L.C.. 
about the strike, which was illegal. He has further stated 
that the copv of the report dated August 28, 1980, which 
was marked as M-12, was issued under his signature, con¬ 
taining the Order of deduct 8 days wages from the earned 
wages of the workmen, who obstructed or did perform 
their duties on the day and be was authorised to direct sucly 
deduction of wages. 

12. The Registers Exhibits W-13 and W-13/1, were 
claimed bv the witness to have been maintained in the offi¬ 
cial course of business and thev will show, the workmen, 
who were served with the Show Cause Notices and he 
has further stated that in terms of the said 1936 Act. g days 
wages were duly deducted from the workmen, from their 
earned wages as a oenal action and wages for March 15, 
3980. which was not earned bv the strikers, were not 
paid to them, in terms of the Standing Orders. Names 
of th» workmen concerned, on whom, such notices were 
served, would appear from Exhibits M-14 to M-14/27. He 


He has further stated that on refusal to receive such notices 
by some of the workers, their notices were hung up in 
the NoLee Board and the Standing Order has been produced 
as Exhibit M-16. According to the witness, Clause 17to 
(p) of that Exhibit, deals with deduction or wages. He 
has denied that the Union, representing the Employees m 
this case, did not resort to the Wild Cat Strike or that their 
wages were deducted, without any enquiry. He has also 
stated that any reply like Exhibit W-2, was not received 
by the Management. In cross-examination, he repeated 
that ns ther Ram Badan Singh nor the employees reported 
to him, about the obstruction and Ram Badan Singh, was 
not one of the concerned workmen, although Raju was 
one of them. He indicated that R. K. Banerji and J. M. 
Chose were two Under Managers under him on March 15, 
1980. in addition to other Managers, but, he was not certain 
whether J. M. Ghose was the Manager or the Under Manager 
on the concerned day. He ofcourse stated that he consulted 
the Officers at the incline mouth or Pit mouth, but, be has 
no knowledge what was going on in the Pit and incline, 
but he derived such knowledge from the Officers as men¬ 
tioned above and also from I. D. Singh. He had to agree 

that registers, Exhibit M-13 and M-13/1 were neither under 

his signature nor written by him, but the Register M-15 
and M-15/1 were under his signature and the writings in 
pages 5-6 of Exhibit M-15 were in the hand writing 
of Mohanlal Halwai, whose hand writing, he knew and the 
registers as mentioned above, were prepared on the basis 
of the Attendance Register ‘C’ Form and notices were 
issued cn the basis of that Register. But, he has not possibly 
checked the preparation of the Register and by signing the 
notices to deduct, he did not personally check and Atten¬ 
dance Register of all concerned workmen, but he did some 

sample checking and he relied on the basis of materials 

given to him by his officers. It was his evidence that the 
employer did not get any reply to the show cause from 
Raju and the letter Exhibit W-4, was addressed to him 
under his signature. He has said that his office was at a 
distance of 300 ft. from Pit No. 3 and about 1000 ft. from 
the ind ue and he was inside his office at the time of demons¬ 
tration at about 8.30 A.M. on the concerned date and such 
demons ration continued for about half an hour. It was bis 
evidence that the was informed by the office, as to the 
particulars of the workmen, who entered Pit No. 3 and 
incline at 8 A.M. of the first shift and after the demonstra¬ 
tion was over, such informations were given to him and 
he bad discussions with R. K. Banerji and J. M. Ghose, 
when he gave a round after demonstration. He has stated 
that ‘C’ Form Register will indicate, when the workmen 
went inside the Pit and the incline and when they came 
out and Exhtbit M-5 will show that R. K. Banerji, prepared 
and maintained the same. According to him, from Exhibit 
W-5, it will appear that R. K. Banerji went inside the 
Pit at 8 3D A.M. and came, out at 4 P.M. cn March 15, 1980 
and similarly, Exhibit W-6, will show, when Mr. Ghose 
went inside and came out on that day. He denied the 
suggestion that those Officers did not see him on March 
15, 1980 before 4 P.M. and has stated that, he was in 
his office on that date upto 6 P.M. He also denied that 
all the workmen, whose wages have been deducted in the 
manner as indicated, belonged to the first shift and it 

was his evidence that Mr. Banerji and Mr. Ghose, 
reported to him about the strike by the workmen, during 
the second shift and stated that such reporting was not 

during the third shift. The renorting at the third shift 

were made to him by the Welfare Officer. He has stated 
that although Mr. Banerji and Mr. Ghose did not go inside 
the Pit and incline during the second shift, yet he 
accepted their version about joining of strike by the Em¬ 
ployees. Since the inside of the Cap Lamp room was not 
visible from the office of the witness, he had to agree 

that he has not seen actual !v what happened inside the 

room on March 15, 1980, during the shift and he himself 
has not checked, whether the procedure as detailed by 
him regarding Cap l amps and token rules, were followed. 
He denied the suggestion that demonstration was made in 
connection of the suspension of Sanat Mondal and has 
stated that such demonstration was for suspension of 
other persons, whos- name, he canont recollect. He has 
stated that it was not within his knowledge, as to which 
Union, the Employee' belonged. He has ofcourse stated 
♦hat Sanat Mondal belonged to Khan Mazdoor Saneh and 
he did not receive any information about the obstruction 
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caused to the willing workmen. He has stated that no strike 
Notice was given earlier. He was not certain about the 
number of security guards posted, but staled that there are 
registcres to show, how many security guards were deployed 
on March 15, 1980. On a reference to Exhibit W-7, th* 
witness hud t0 agree that names of Chhoto Vishnu, Senrial 
No. 2 and Chhoto Ganesb, Serial No. 40 of the con¬ 
cerned register, will indicate that they did not work 
on March 15, 1980. He denied the suggestion that 
as Manager, he had no authority to issue the deduc¬ 
tion notice. He stated that the action in the instant case, 
was taken after due enquiry, but no domestic enquiry was 
held before the panel action was taken and the Officer, who 
held the enquiry, has not submitted any written report. 

13. Mr. J. M. Ghose, Area Tracing Officer, MW-2, who 
was Deputy Manager of the concerned Pit, said that he was 
incharge of the incb'ne and R K. Banerji was incharge of 
the Pit No. 3 on March 15, 1980 and he was on duty from 
7 A.M. to 5.30 P.M. Pie said that at about 9,30 A.M., 
MW-1 along with the Welfare Officer met him at the in¬ 
cline mouth and instructed him to record again the names 
of workmen present underground and to set the report to 
the Cap T amp incharge, His office was at the incline mouth 
and he noticed no obstruction in the incline mouth, when 
the workmen were going underground. He has said tat 
have sent the Cap Lamp report, showing the workmen, who 
were present at the underground on the 1st and 2nd shift. 
In cross-examination, he has said that he had nothing to 
do with the Pit. as he was incharge of the incline and 
was not sure, if there was obstruction at the Pit mouth. 
The time for return of the Cap Lamp is recorded in *C* 
Form Register, Exhibit M-5 and on March 15, 1980, he 
returned his cap lamp at about 5 P.M. He categorically 
stated that he did not notice at the incline mouth, on 
the date of occurence, any obstruction as allegod. The 
Welfare Officer. I. D. Singh deposed as MW-3. He has said 
about the Wild Cat strike at the instance of the Union 
and West Bengal Khan Mazdoor Sangh and the complaint 
Exlnbit W-l, was not delivered to him. It was his case 
that he knew workmen WWs. 1 and 2 and they did not ask 
for any assistance and protection from him on March 15, 
1980. He has abo said to be knowing Sanat Mondal and 
he said, neither the sa ; d Sri Mondal nor his followers created 
anv obstruction to WW-2 or any other workmen, from 
attending to their work. It was stated by him that there 
was not obstruction at the incline mouth or the mouth of 
the Pit and in that Pit, about 98 workmen worked in the 
shift. He has said to have collected from the night shift 
incharge, reports regarding the workmen, who worked 
inside the mine and to have also submitted that report to 
the Manager. His evidence was that on that day, he himslt 
received the can lamn and returned the same after duty 
at 5 P.M. and such time, was duly recorded in the ‘C’ Form 
Register, Exhibit M-5 and it was not the practice that on 
receipt of the cap lamp, one should stay at the surface of 
the mine. 


14. From the evidence of MWs. 1 and 2, the hang of 
the evidence on hehalf of the Employer will be available 
and those evidence were duly corroborated by MW-3, I. D. 
Singh, the Deputy Personnel Manager, Baramundi Colliery, 
who was also the Welfare Officer of Chinakuri Colliery 
from 1975 to 1983. He has testified about the wild cat 
strike by the Employees, who were followers of AITUC 
and also bv West Bengal Khan Mazdoor Sangh. It was his 
evidence that he did not receive the complaint Exhibit 
WWs. 1 and 2. who he knew, never asked for any 
help and assistance as stated, Tt was his further evidence 
that on March 15, 1980, Sanat Mondal or his followers 

did not create anv obstruction and in the concerned pit, 
of the date of incident, about 89 people worked. He named 
the two suspended workers, but was not aware, if they 
belong to Khan Mazdoor Sangh. He has said that the 
employees, even after taking cap lamp, did not enter 
the pit and tbeve was no demonstration either in the 
Pit or the incline, but the same was in front of the Mana¬ 
ger’s office. It was his evidence that WW Nos. 1 and 2 
jo : ned 'he wild cat strike. But, WW-1 Ram Badan Singh was 
not an employee of the Colliery on the date of incidence. 
It was his further evidence that no notice of the strike 


was received and according to him, the Employees belon¬ 
ged to AITUC and they never appioached the Manager for 
tip and assistance as stated. MW-4 was the only Lamp 
abm Incharge of the Colliery, He has said that on the 
concerned day, the employees took cap lamps and then 
gave slogans, because of the suspension of the two em- 
yces as mentioned oarlier. It was his evidence that 
i.xhibits No. M-2 to M-10 were written by Huru Rana, 
■•nose signatures he knew and in the remark column there, 
written hazaris and so also the remarks in Exhibit M-3 
(o M-7 were also written by the said Rana. It was his 
evidence that he also wrote the remarks "did not work’’ 
m Exhibits M 4-4/7 in Register "C" and so also the re¬ 
marks in Exhibits M-5 to M-14, in ‘D’ Register. He also 
mated that he knew the handwritings of the markers of 
■h" other Exhibits as mentioned above. This witness has 
said to be knowing Sanat Mondal and Ram Badan Singh 
- d has stated, Sanat Mondal and his associates created 
nil obstruction to the Fmployees including Ram Badan, to 
Inside the Pit or because of any such obstruction 
egarj created, they could not go inside the Pit. He 

1 as said that his office is within the (amp cabin and 
his duties were to supervise the lamp cabin and the lamps 
and also to carry out instructions of the Manager, He 
has testified that Form ‘C’ Registers are kept and main- 
ned when lamps arc drawn by the employees and so 
also ihe return of the lamps by them and on the date of 
cu ‘cnee, there was no incident of non drawing ot 
lamps He has also sad that Ram Badan Singh was not a 
■vorktnan and according to him, N. K. Choudhury and R. K- 
Banerji were to the two workmen, who were suspended. 

15 On the basis of the evidence as recorded, there is 
. ilv-ubt that the Employees drew their lamps, but 

n llie pretext that their entry inside the pit was 

bshucted by Sanat Mondal and his associates and out 
of fear, they could not enter the Pit, and they did not work. 
AccoLding to them, they received no help and assistance in 
the matter of entry into the Pit. From the evidence as 
recorded, there is no material to show that Sanat Mondal 
and his associates created any obutruction, as a result 
whereof, the employees could not enter the Pit, but the 
evidence is otherwise viz. there was no obstruction by 
Sanat Mondal and his associates and some cmplovees 
got inside the Pit. On facts, Mr. Mazumdnr appearing 
for the employer claimed there were no justification of 
die employees, for not performing their duties on March 
15, 1980 and since ECL is admittedly a Public Utility 
concerned, so without service of any strike notice, in 
terms of Section 2(q) of the said Act, resorting to strike 
in the instant case, was absolutely illegal ary rinc<p-*ho 
employer is a public utility concern, the steps as taken, 
were due and authorised under the provision to Section 
9(2) of the 1936 Act or the explanation as indicated there¬ 
under. The explanation according to Mr. Mazimdar makes 
if clear that an employed person shall be deemed to bo absent 
f-om the place, he required to work, if although present In 
Buch place, he refused, in pursuance of stay in strike 
or for any other cause, which is not visible in the 
circumstances, to carry out his work. It was pointed 

ut bv Mr, Mazumdar that since the lamps were drawn, there 
Vas no doubt that the employees were present at the place 
of their work, but did not perform their duties for the rea¬ 
son as indicated earlier, which again according to him, 
will not come under the terms “for any other cause which 
is not visible in the circumstances”, to carry out the 
work, as the circumstances as indicated, do not establish 
that the same was not so advere, for which the employees 
could not enter Pit, According to Mr. Mazumdar, it is 
very difficult to visualise that the employees, who bc- 
'f-ng 'n INTUC were willing to perform the duties although 
the strike was called and they were prevented by Sanat 
Mondal and his associates, who belonged to Khan Mazdoor 
Sangh. It is realy difficult to follow that if a section 
of the employees gives a strike call and the other set of 
rmnlovces i.e. the Employees here, have stated to have 
sympathies for them, vet, they can claim or are claiming 
that they have no support for the same. If this is allowed 
or held to be allowable, then any Industry, having 4/5 
unions, which is possible now-a-davs, will have no work at 
ad in a week or so and will suffer and consequently there 
will be fall of production. 
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16. Mr, Mazumdar further submitted that the scope of the 
Reference is not very wide and because of Section 15 ol 
the said 1936 Act, the case clearly and .squarely comes 
under Section 15 of the same. So, the purported/pretended 
Industrial Dispute, as leferred, could not be adjudicated 
upon by this Tribunal and it should be held that because 
of the availability of Section 15 of the said 1936 Acts 
this reference was not maintainable and tbo provisions 
of said 1963 Act ate only applicable. It was pointed out by 
Mr. Mazumdar that applicability of said 1936. Act which 
was specifically mentioned, not only in the evidence, but 
also in the pleadings of the Employer, have not been 
denied categorically or otherwise by the Employees, It was 
further submitted by him that Standing Orders, Ext, M-16, 
specifically male provisions for disciplinary action for 
misconduct under Clause 7 and sub-Clause fp) thereunder, 
which states that leaving work without permission or suffi¬ 
cient reaon, is a misconduct anti so, there cannot bo any 
doubt or dispute that in the facts and circumstances of 
this case, the Employees had misconducted, which fact 
again has been established by evidence on behalf of the 
Employer and there is nothing to disbelieve such evidence 
or any evidence, whereby the act of misconduct has been 
proved. Mr. Mazumdar also pointed out that under Section 
3 of the said 1936 Act, the Employer was responsible for 
tbo payment to persons as employed, of all wages, as 
required to be paid under the Act and the proviso 

thereunder, make certain exception and the Employees 
in this case, do not come under such exceptions and us 
such, it cannot be said that the Employer was not authorised 
to make the deduction, as made. He, then pointed out 
that MW-4 has proved the entries along with handwriting 
in the concerned Register and there was no evidence 

to disbelieve or not to place reliance on such evidence. 

17. Before taking up the submission of Mr. Mitra, it 

must be noted that on instructions, he specifically sub 
mitted that the Union which was affiliated to JNXUC and 
the employees, who are the members of the Union, were 
willing to work, inspito of the strike resorted to by 

the other Union. It should also bo noted that service 

of notice of strike was not duly ond legally proved in this 
case. 

18. Mr. Mitra submitted that the proviso to Section 

9(2) of the said 1936 Act or the explanation as indica¬ 
ted, will not apply in this case, as, there was obstruc¬ 
tion or a conserted action by a section of employees, 

leaded bv Sanat Mondal, in not allowing the Employees 
tto perform their work and such fact, will alone take 
this case out of the mischief of the term "reasonable 
cause or for any reason whatsoever” as mentioned in 
the explanation to the proviso of Section 9(2). In fact 
he submitted that the Employer in this case, resorted 
to a short circuit method in the matter of imposing the 
action, which was panel and in fact, there is no such 
allegation of the involvement of INTUC. In this case and 
to establish that fact, he referred to Ext. M-ll, a letter 
to the AEC (C), Asonsol, by the Manager Chinakuri Mine 
No. 3. He also, on pointing to Ext. M-9 series, indicated 
that there were also no materials of the strike by or at 
the instance of INTUC and there was no charge of any 
conserted action levelled. According to Mr. Mitra, since 
There was some or a ny obstruction, that would come within 
the meaning and scope of “reasonable cause” and this 
will appear from Ext. M-l and on a construction of the 
pleadings of the parties before this Tribunal. 

19. It was Mr. Mitra’s submissions that the entire action 
of the Emolover is stfenend with malafidc, because thev 
have deducted wages for 9 days, but have mentioned that 
one day’s '’’flees is deducted for Employees for not working 
on March 15, 1980 and thereafter. they have deducted 
8 days wages, only to br ! ne their action within the purview of 
Section 9 of the said 1936 Act and the whole question is, 
if such deduction is allowable and permissible 7 Since the 
total effect of the deduction was for 9 days, so Mr. Mitra 
contended that on the basis of the explanation as given bv 
the Employer, ‘here is no other way out, but to hold that 
the action as sought to be taken under the said 1936 Act, 
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was not a bonnfide one and the explanation as given by the 
Employer, was nothing but a camouflage, to cover their 
misdeeds, it was further stated by him thaL the action as 
taken, was against principles of natural justice, as no reply 
was given to the employees or any opportunity to them 
against the show cause, but actions were taken under the 
purported authority of the said 1936 Act. 

20. Section 3 of the said Act of 1936 postulates the 
responsibility of the Employer to make payment of wages 
to persons employed under them, section 7 speaks of permis¬ 
sible deductions from wages and under section 7(2) (b), 
such deductions can be made for absence from duty and 
section 9 deals with such deductions from duty and for 
our purpose, the provisions of section 9(2). the proviso 
and explanation thereunder or the effect thereof, will have 
to be considered, Mr. Mi’ra submitted that the w’ords 
“subject to any rule made in this behalf” has been con- 
sdered and construed in the case of the Division Bench 
determinations of the Andhra Pradesh High Court in the 
case of D. Baliah and Ors vs. Secretary, Indian Detonators 
Ltd., 1976 (II) LI.J 247 and where, it has been observed 
that deductions in wages being penal in nature, princi¬ 
ples of natural justice, requires notice to be given and 
here, the entire action should thus be deemed to be penal 
and as such, against principles of natural justice and thus 
void and bad, as no such notice was admittedly given 
to the Employees. Such submissions of Mr. Mitra were really 
against the records and do get support from the evidenco 
as received. In fact, the determination in the case as 
cited at the Bar, cannot be applied in the facts of this 
c. :e. There was and in fact there is no derth of evidence 
for want of notice or opportunity and following of the prin¬ 
ciples of natural justice. 

21. In view 'of the above, this Reference cannot be ans¬ 
wered in the affirmative and in favour of the Employees and 
as such, the same is rejected. 

This is my Award. 

Dated : 12-8-1992 

MANASH NATH ROY, Presiding Officer 

qf 17 1992 

ffff, nr. 2635 ■—-afliftPifr fazm? Hfafrorr 

1947 (1947 i pi 14) tV mrri7 nr hthth 
HTnrrr qqitfy anf$ srH^fer $ tfarar farfoffirf 
nrjfarff % sfta iptw if fafrsr 3fWtPrv 
fori* if irwR 3faftfimr Hfa*P73iT, nrffrjr % 

'fw snrrfTRi «PT7ff $. aft httpr jp> 

9-9-92 nff 5 tri $HT«rr 1 

[>mT qn—42011/52/86 tft-II (sff)] 

7X3H vTPT, #hp Hftmff 


New Delhi, the 17th September, 1992 

S.O. 2635,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government Indus¬ 
trial Tribunal, Kanpur as shown in the Annexure. in Iho in¬ 
dustry] dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Food Corporation of India and their work 
men. which was received by the Central Government on 9th 
September, 1992 

[No. L-42011/52/86-D.II(B)] 
RAJA LAL, Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURE 


BEFORE SRI ARJAN DEV, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, PANDU NAGAR, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 157 of 1987 


■Sec,. 3(ii)3 

3fhfrf«:^ fFTT? H g-Tcpj-?: 3fi?fTfT,tj7 57fsr- 

ffiFFr, % TFT? ffiT SFfiTfSTcT TTfft NT %7gW 

FLTTL TT 9-9-92 TT 5LRT §5TT FT I 

[f. pn- 22012 / 458 / 90 -Frl^rn: (tft-II)] 

W Win, FrsTTfCt 


In the matter of dispute between ; 

The President, 

Bhartiya Khadya Nigam (FCI), 
Mazdoor Sangh, 1, Abdul Aziz Road, 
Lucknow. 

AND 

The District Manager, 

Food Corporation of India, 

29-B. N. Road, Lucknow. 


New Delhi, the 17th September, 1992 

S.O. 2636.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947,9 the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, Jabalpur as shown in the Annexure, in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management or E&M Workshop S.E.C. Ltd. and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government on 
9-9-92. 


[No. L-22012/458 /90TR1CIJ)] 


RAJA LAL, Desk Officer 


AWARD 


ANNEXURE 


1. The Central Government, Ministry of Labour, vide its 
notification No. L-42011/52/86-D. 11(B) dated 20th October, 
1987 has referred the following dispute for adjudication to 
this Tribunal :— 


BEFORE HON’BLE SITRI V. N. SHUKLA, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL- 
TRiBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT JABALPUR (M.P.) 

CASE NO. CGIT/LC(R)(99)/1991 


“Whelher the action of the management of Food Cor-' 1 
poration of India in laying off the workmen of 
F.C.I. Dal Mill, Lucknow and subsequently dosing 
down She Mill at Lucknow w.c.f. 26th May, 1986, 
is legal & justified 1 If not, to what relief the 71 
workers of the mill are entitled to and from what 
date ?” 

2. In this case 2nd June, 1992 was the date for the cross- 
examination of the workman. On that date the authorised re¬ 
presentative for the Union sought time to file affidavit on 
behalf of Bhartiya Khadya Nigam Mazdoor Sangh which was 
allowed and 31st Inly, 1992 was fixed for filing of the affi¬ 
davit in the case. 

3. On 31st July, 1992 none appeared from the side of the 
Union nor affidavit was filed in the case. It therefore, appears 
that the Union is not interested in prosecuting the case. 

4. Therefore, in view of the above, a no claim award is 
passed against the Union. 

5. Reference is answered accordingly. 

Sd/- 

ARJAN DEV, Presiding Officer 

fTerft, 17 farP^TC, 1992 

SET. m. 2636:—FtefrftpEfFFK FfTfaTT, 1947 

( 1947 TT 14) Tf OTTT 17 % if 

TTTTT # FT FF FFFTIT FF f Ff Fvf % ST^Ucier % 

TTFiT fTTNTTT sfht TFTKT % 'LTF, ^TTFcT it 


PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of E&M Work¬ 
shop, S.E.C. Ltd. Korba. District Bilaspur (MP) and 
their workman, Shri Gadeli Singh, Turner, sponsored 
and represented through the Association (B.M.S.) 
Shahid Mangal Singh Colony, SECL, Korba, District 
Bilaspur (MP)-495 679. 

APPEARANCES : 

For Workman.—None. 

For Management.—Shri R. Menon, Advocate. 
INDUSTRY : Coal Mine DISTRICT : Bilaspur (MP) 

AWARD 

Dated, August 18, 1992 

This is a reference made by the Central Government 
Ministry of Labour, vide its Notification No. L-220 12 -45?. / 
90-IR(Coal-II) dated 29-4-1991, for adjudication of the fol¬ 
lowing dispute :— -. ,1 

“’Whether the management of Central E&M Workshop, 
SECL, Korba, Bilaspur. justified in ignoring the 
claim of Shri Gadeli Singh, Turner for proposed 
promotion to the post of Foreman in Mech. Main¬ 
tenance Section ? If not, to what relief the work¬ 
man concerned is entitled to ?” 

... Neither party filed any statement of claim in the case 
in spite of several opportunities given to them. 

3. Workman on whose behalf the dispute was sponsored 
took no interest in the case. Now he has nut appearances 
on 1 1-7-199!, 14-10-1991, 17-3-1992. 7-7-1992 and 5-8-1992. 

4. Under the above circumstances it appears that the work¬ 
man has on interest in the case. I therefore record a No 
Dispute Award in the case under reference. No costs. 

V. N. SHUKLA, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 17th September, 1992 

S.G. 2637.—In pursuance of section 17 cf the Industrial 
Disputes .Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the. award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal Kanpur as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of ONGC, Dehradun and their workmen, which 
was leceived by the Central Government on the 16-8-92. 

[No. L-30012/1 /89-IR(Misc.)] 
B. M. DAVID, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI ARJAN DEV PRESIDING OFFICER 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TR1BUNAL- 
C CM-LABOUR COURT, PAN DU NAGAR, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 98 of 1989 

In the matter of dispute between * 

Sri Prem Nath, Joint Secretary, ONGC Karamchari 
Union 87-1, Bullupur Dehradun. 

AND 

The General Manager (3 BG) Oil & Natural Gas Com¬ 
mission Tel Bhawan Dehradun. 


AWAKJJ 


1 •. Tile Central Government, Ministry of Labour, vide'its 
notification number L-30012/1 /89-lR(Misc.) dt. 28th April, 
’ . as referred the following dispute for adjudication to 
lius Tnbuna] :— 


10, 199 2/Rtf$FT IS, 1914 


prayed that the service of the workman be regularised in the 
L)NGt_, Dehradun. 

4. file case is contested by the management of ONGC 
Denraaun. the management pieati mat whatever lias 
oeeu referred by tne Central Government to this 
Tribunal is only a demand and not an industrial dispute 
within the meaning of section 2(k) of the I.D. Act. As such 
the present reference order cannot be adjudicated upon by 
this Tribunal. The management further plead that Sri 
Rajan Kumar was never subjected to selection for regular 
employment of arty post in accordance with section 6(5) of 
the Recruitment and Promotion Regulation, 1980. In fact 
he was awarded a job contract w.e.f. August 1984 for de¬ 
velopment, maintenance and proper up keep of the Garden 
and Open Space around the office under the Department 
of Material Management and for doing any other job as¬ 
signed to him by the Joint Director (P&A) of the said De¬ 
partment. The aforesaid job contract continued from time 
to time upto April 1985. It was never renewed after April 
1985. As such Sri Rajan Kumar is not a workman under 
section 2(s), I.D. Act, 1947. in the alternative the man- 1 
agement plead that even if Sri Rajan Kumar is taken as a 
workman, as a result of non-renewal of contract after April 
1985, his case falls within the exception given in clause (bb) 
of sec. 2(oo) of I.D. Act, 1947. Thus by no stretch of ima¬ 
gination it can be said that in his case the provisions of 
section 25F 1. D. Act, 1947, are attracted. Listly, it is p’en¬ 
ded bv the management that it is wrong to say that Sri 
Rajan Kumar is unemployed. In fact he is engaged in more 
gainful occupation. Even otherwise he has a duty to miti¬ 
gate the less which he might have suffered for any reason. 
In the circumstances, the workman is entitled to no relief. 

5. In support of their respective cases both sides have 
!ed oral as well as documentary evidence whereas, the Union 
has examined the workman, the management have examined 
Sri N. D. Gaur, Sr. Deputy Director ONGC, Tel Bhawan 
Dehradun. 

6 . Let tis first consider the legal plea raised by the man¬ 
agement that wtiatever has been referred to by the Central 
Government is only a demand made by the Union on the 
ONGC Dehvadun and not an industrial dispute within tiie 
meaning of section 2(k) of the I. D. Act, 1947. 

7. In this pica of the management I find no force. The 
management seems to have gone on the literary meaning of 
the word “DEMAND” appear ng in the reference order. It 
is well known fact that when a demand is made by one 
party to the other and the other party does not concede 
the demand, it becomes a dispute between the parties. Simi- 
larly in the instant case as well as the non meeting of de¬ 
mand raised l-y tire Union with the management would 
amount to an industrial dispute between the parties. So I 
do not agree with the contention of the management that 
whatever has been referred to by the Central Government 
to the Tribunal is not an industrial dispute but simply a 
demand. 


“Whether the demand of the ONGC Karamchari Union 
Dehradun on the management of ONGC Dehradun 
tor reinstatement of Sri Rajan Kumar s/o Sr. Mohan 
Smgh Ex-labourer w.e.f. July, 1985 is justified ? If 
so, what relief is the workman entitled to ?” 


industrial dispute on behalf of the workman Sri Rajan 
Kumar has been raised by ONGC Karamchari Union (here¬ 
inafter referred to as Union), Dehradun. 

v ‘!' } '' ,e , cas ® of the Union in short is that the workman 
was employed as a labourer in September 1982 and he had 
worked in the Tech. Business Group Department thereinafter 
referred to as (TBG) ‘Tel Bhawan. ONGC, Dehradun’ as a 
sweeper-cum-cleaner upto 11-7-85 continuously whereafter his 
sei vices were terminated without complying with the provi¬ 
sions or section 25F, I.D. Act. 1947. The Union alleges that 
2 }*!* '' vas t }°, mi ddle man in between the workman and the 
management/employer. The Union further alleges that the 
workman never worked under a contractor nor he himself 
was a contractor during the said period. He was a contingent 
employee of ONGC Dehradun. The work on which he had 
been working had not finished. Rather persons junior to 
him and new hands are still working. The Union has. there¬ 
to! e ; prayed for the reinstatement of the workman with con¬ 
tinuity of service and full back wages. The Union has further 


8 , Admittedly, the workman had worked in TBG. FIow- 
ever, the parties differ on two main points— 


(1) The capacity in which Sri Rajan Kumar had 
worked, and 

(2) The period of his working. 

Whereas the case of the Union is that Sri Rajan Kumar 
had worked as sweeper cum cleaner in the capacity of a 
contingent employee from September, 1982 to 11th July 
1985. the case of the management is that he had simply 
worked as a contractor from August 1984 to April 1985. 

9. Ext. M-2 to M-9 are the photostat copies of cash pay¬ 
ment vouchers of the period August 1984 to October 1984 
and December, 1984 to April 1985. By means of these 
vouchers Sri Raian Kumar as a contractor was paid 
Rs. 756, Rs. 462. Rs. 703.50 naise, Rs. 1249.50 paise, 
Rs. 1113, Rs. 724.50, Rs. 1220.60 paise and Rs. 1795 
respectively. In his cross examination Sri Raian Kumar has 
admitted his signature on these vouchers. They were filed 
bv the management with their list of documents dt. 29-12-89 
on 12-4-90. ' 
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10. On 12-4-90, the management filed with their list ol 
documents dt. 19-8-89 some more documents. Some of 
which have either admitted or their formal proof waived by 
Sri O. P. Mathur, the authorised representative for the 
Onion. All these documents have been proved by the man¬ 


agement witness. In them Sri Rajan Kumar has been des¬ 
cribed as a Contractor. It appears from these documents 
that the job had been executed , by Sri Rajan Kumar with 
others as will be clear from the following chart— 


1984 


1985 


Si. Name 

No. 

Aug 

Sept 

Oct 

1. Mohan 

24 


14 

2. Raian Kumar 

24 

22 

22 

3. Rakesfi 

14 

B 


4. Ved Prakash 

10 

18 

5. MaheshwarPd- 



13 

6. Mahesh D u tt 




7. Pushkar 




8. Surcsfi 




9. Sitafam 





In these documents the same payment as have been shown 
in vouchers Ext. M-2 to M-9 are given. For the month of 
November 1984 in these documents it is shown that Sri 
Rajan Kumar was paid Rs. 913.50 paisa as contractor. Not 
only tile claim statement but in his affidavit Shri Rajan 
Kumar has deposed that he was not a contractor. 

11. After considering the circumstances of the case I find 
tlie case set up by the Union as more reliable than that set 
up by ihe management. It has come in the evidence that 
the management has not requested itself for employment of 
contract labour under section 7 of the Contract Labour 
(Regulation & Abolition) Act, 1970 nor Sri Rajan Kumar 
had any licence under the Act. Section 12 of the said Act 
lays down that no contractor shall undertake or execute any 
work through contract labour without a licence . In his 
cross examination the management witness had deposed that 
he has no knowledge of the fact whether or not ONGC 
Dehradun is registered under the said Act. He also does 
not know whether Sri Rajan Kumar had a licence under the 
said Act during the relevant period. From the list of per¬ 
sons attached with the documents filed on 14-2-90 referred 
to above it is clear that tho job was executed by more 
than one person including Sri Rajan Kumar. If the contract 
had been given to Sri Rajan Kumar, I fail to understand 
the need for naming other persons and giving the number 
of days put in by them in tho job. In his cross examina¬ 
tion Sri Rajan Kumar has deposed after admitting the sig¬ 
natures on the cash payment vouchor Ext. M-2 to Ext. M-9 
that he was paid wages of his share only. In other worth 
when he was paid wages for tho number of days shown in 
tho list attached with the documents against his name, 

12. In this connection it is useful to refer to the order 
dt. 11-10-90 passed by the Hon’blc High Court of Allaha¬ 
bad in Civil Misc. Writ Petition No. 23588 of 1987 Sri 
Rhagat Singh and 18 olhers versus ONGC and another. Sri 
Mohan Singh whose name appears in Ihe above chart has 
been named at serial no. 13 in the array of the purties in 
the said writ petition. The writ petition was allowed and it 
was declared that all the petitioners of the writ would con¬ 
tinue as daily wage/contingent labour of ONGC, Dehradun 
and they would not be dealt with a s contract labour until 
they arc retrenched in accordance with the procedure es¬ 
tablished by law. For octet initiation of the relief as of Equal 
Pay for Equal Work claimed by the petitioner, the Hon’ble 
High Court referred it to the Labour Commissioner for its 
determination. 1 may state here that in his cross examina¬ 
tion, the management witness has admitted that Sri Mohan 
Singh alongwith others had filed a writ petition in the 
Hon’ble High Court of Allahabad and that in the said writ 
all of them have been held a daily wage/contingent labourer 
by the Hon’ble High Court. In the writ petition the case 
set up by the petitioners was that they have been working 
for the past several years on class IV post in TflG but are 
being paid as daily wage employees. Further their case was 
that the ONGC singles out a person from amongst the peti¬ 
tioners and treats him to be labour of contractor tor engaging 
casual contract labour for performance of the function men¬ 
tioned in the contract for specified period on a total amount 
mentioned in the contract. The total period of the alleged 
contract is worked out at the rate of daily wage per emp¬ 
loyee per man day. In fact they are not contract labourers 
but arc casual/contingent employees on daily wages. The 


Nov 

Dec 

Jan 

Feb 

March 

April 

23 

25 

25 

23 

26 

23 

23 

24 

25 

23 

23 

24 

20 

24 





23 

16 

25 

23 


20 


19 

23 


writ petition was contested by the management of ONGC 
Dehradun. 

13. After considering tne facts and circumstances and the 
provisions of Contract Labour (Regulation and Abolition) 
Act, 197o, the Hon’ble High Court held— 

1. After going through the case law and the ptovi- 
sions of the Act of 1970 it is abundantly clear that 
the petitioners are not contract labourers becauss 
neither tho employer has a registration certificate 
nor their engagement was by the licensed contrac¬ 
tor. In order to treat the petitioners as contract 
labourers two important conditions must exist. In 
the first place it was necessary for the respondents 
to prove that their establishment had secured a 
certificate of registration for the relevant period 
and in the second place it had employed contract 
labour through a licensed contractor. Neither of 
these conditions exists in the present case. 

2. I am in respectful agreement with the observations 
of the Punjab & Haryana High Court in 1988 
Labour & Industrial Cases 730 (Supra) and hold 
that the petitioners are to be treated as workers 
of the company on daily wage basis. 

3. In the light of 'he aforesaid discussidii and judging 
the case of the petitioners in the context of tho 
piovlsions of the Act of 1970 and the authorities 
cited at the bar it necessarily follows that the peti¬ 
tioners arc daily wage/contingent labour of the res¬ 
pondent company and their services cannot be dis¬ 
continue on the ground that they are engaged by 
petitioner no. 18, who in violation of the Act of 
1970 siyled as contractor, and they cannot be re¬ 
placed by contract labour nor can their services be 
discontinued in violation of law. 

Hie case of Sri Rajan Kumar is similar to the case of the 
19 petitioners in the ubove referred civil Misc. Writ Petition. 

I therefore, do not believe the management’s case that he 
was a contractor. 1 bold that he was a daily wage/contin- 
geut employee of the ONGC. 

14. For the alleged violation of section 25-F of the I. D. 
Act, what has to be seen is w'hether during the period of 
12 months processing the date of his alleged termination 
Sri Rajan Kumar bad worked for 240 days or not. It is the 
specific case of the Onion that as had worked from Sept. 
1982 to It-7-85. In their written statement the management 
have simply referred to the period from August, 1984 to 
April 1985. Whether or not he had worked as a casual 
labour or as contractor prior to August, 1984 has not been 
specifically stated in the written statement by the manage¬ 
ment. Looking to tlie date of termination given in the re¬ 
ference order the peiiod with which the Tribunal is concer¬ 
ned will be 12-7-84 to 11-7-85. 

15. From the chart given above it is clear that from 
August 1984 to April 198? Sri Rajan Kumar had worked 
for 210 days. In his affidavit Sri Rajan Kumar has suppor¬ 
ted/corroborated the case set up by the Union with regard 
to his woiking. There has been no cross examination of Sri 
Rniun Kumar on this point by Sri V. K. Gupta, the autho¬ 
rised representative for the management. 
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16. It appears to me from the circumstances of the case 
that the management deliberately avoides to file documents 
of the peiiod subsequent to Apid, 1983. We have seen that 
the documents tiled with list dl. 19-8-89 on 12-4-90 by the 
management, list of person who had performed the job is 
attached with every bill. The Union by means of its appli¬ 
cation dl. 31-5-90 summoned from the management some of 
the documents. On 2-7-90 the management filed some three 
documents. These are photostat copies of bills of May and 
lune 1985 but without the list of persons who had done the 
job. In them Mohan Singh whose name appears in the 
many of the list of persons filed with the bills submitted 
by Sri Rajan Kumar as Contractor who is said to have not 
dotje the job from 5 casual persons including himself. There¬ 
after the Union by means of its application dt. 21-5-91, 
summoned from the management the list of persons who 
had actually done (he job during the months of May and 
June 1985 submitted by Sri Mohan Singh Contractor. 
The management witness during his cross-examination 
has denied that such list of persons in respect of 
the job done during the months of May and June 
1985 have been withheld deliberately by the man¬ 
agement I am not piepare to believe him. The procedure 
which was followed till April 1985 would pot have stopped 
thereafter. I therefore believe the testimony of Sri Rajan 
Kumar that lie has also noted even after April 1985 till 11th 
July, 1985. 

17. It is the case of the management that while retrench¬ 
ing the workman Sri Rajan Kumar the conditions laid down 
in see. 25F I. D. Act were fulfilled. Hence it is held that 
the action of the management in terminating the services 
of Shii Rajan Kumar workman was illegal. It was void-ab- 
initio. Consequently he would be held a9 entitled to his 
reinstatement with full back wages. 

18. Tn the instant case, full bock wages cannot be awar¬ 
ded to the workman because he filed the petition before the 
AIXTCl Dehradun on 22-8-88, i.c. almost after 3 years. I 
can presume that in the beginning for some time he ^ must 
have approached the management of ONGC for reconsidera¬ 
tion of their action. So far the period upto 31-8-88, I 
award him back wages only to the extent of 25%. 

19. Hence, it is held that the action of the management 
of ONGC Dehiadun in terminating the services of Sri Rajan 
Kumar w.e.f. 12-7-1985, as unjustified, illegal and void- 
abinitio. Consequently he is held entitled to his reinstate¬ 
ment with full back wages w.e.f. 1-9-88, and of the period 
nrior to if he will gel only 25 per cent only of the full 
back wages. 

20. Reference is answered accordingly. 

ARJAN DEV, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 17ih September, 1992 

SO. 2638.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 1 
Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby Publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal No. I Dlianhad as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Gua Ore Mine of M/s, IISCO Ltd. 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central Go¬ 
vernment on the 16-9-92. 

[No. I.-26011/1 /91-IR (Misc.)] 

B, M. DAVID, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 

In the mailer of a reference under section 10(l)(d) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No, 140 of 1991 

PARTIES ; 

Employers in relution to the management of Gua Ore 
Mine of M/s. Indian Iron & Steel Co. Ltd. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

PRESENT : . , 

Shrj S. K. Mitra, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

For the Employers.—None. 

For the Workmen.—None. 

STATE , Bihar INDUSTRY : Coal 

Dated, the 7th September, 1992 
AWARD 

By Order No. L-260I1/1/91-I.R. (Misc.), dated, the 4th 
December, 1991, the Central Government in the Ministry 
of Labour, has, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of subjection (1) of Section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947, referred the following dispute for ad¬ 
judication to this Tribunal : 

“Whether the payment of wages as per Bipartite Settle¬ 
ment of 1984 to permanent workers Rs. 77.03 per 
day and Ks. 32.00 for Casual Workers for same 
and similar nature oi work is justified ? If not, 
to what relief the woikmcn are entitled to and from 
what date?" 

2. The order of reference was received in the office of the 
Tribunal on 13-12-1991. Since then several notices were 
issued to the General Secretary, United Mineral Mazdoor 
Sangh (ATTUC), P, O. Chakradharpur, Dist. Singhbhum, to 
file written statement on bc.halr of the concerned workmen. 
But neither the sponsoring union nor the concerned work¬ 
men appeared to take any step in the matter. In the cir¬ 
cumstances, I am constrained to believe that neither the 
sponsoring union nor the concerned workmen is interested 
in purusing the case. 

3. Accordingly, I pass ‘no dispute’ award in this case. 

In the circumstances of tile case, I award no cost. 

This is my award. 

S. K. MITRA. Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 18th September, 1992 

. S,0. 2639.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal No. 2, Dhanbad as shown in the Aunexure 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Chatturam Horilram Pvt. Ltd., P.O. 
Jhumritalayia (Hazaribagh) and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on 14-9-1992. 

fNo. L-28012/2/86-D.3H (B)] 
B.M. DAVID, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 


PRESENT : 

Shri B. Ram, Presiding Officer. 

In the matter of an industrial dispute under Section 10(l)(d) 
of the 1. D. Act, 1947 

Reference No, 49 of 1987 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Chatturam 
Horilram (Pvt.) Ltd. and their workmen. 

APPEARANCES : 


4. The matter was raised as industrial dispute by Mica 
Labour Union to the Al.C(C) Hazaribagh (Central) which 
enuea in failure because the management did not care to 
appear and accordingly the case was referred to the Central 
uovermnent giving rise to the present reference. It has been 
prayer that me workman be allowed to join his duty with 
aid back wages. 


5. The management stated that Shri Rajendra Prasad Clerk 
was njpver stopped rather he left the job suo moio. He was 
employed in the company as clerk and was deputed at 
Koderina Magazine which is a most responsible post under 
me explosive Act. Shri Prasad left the duty without any 
information and handing over charge to anybody on 3-4-85 
winch shows his negligence and irresponsible activities as per 
Standing Orders. Admittedly, Shri Prasad had hied an appli¬ 
cation tor leave on 23-4-85 which was received very late 
in the office of the management. The management had 
asked him to produce supporting evidence but the workman 
tailed, ft was stated that on 25-685 Shri Prasad sent a 
medical certificate issued by P.M.C.H. in which doctor had 
advised for one month rest. The management after expiry of 
one month issued notice to Shri Prasad to join his duty 
within a period of one week but he neither joined nor cared 
to rep.y tne same. Again the management issued a notice on 
31-8-So stating that if Shri Prasad did not join his duty 
within one week from the date of the issue of this letter 
it will be presumed that he is not interested to join his duty. 
The management stated that Shri Prasad did not join his 
duty and ultimately his services were interrupted on record. 
It has been stated thus the management never violated the 
provision of 1. D. Act and the concerned workman is not 
entitled for any relief. 


On behalf of the workmen—Shri I. D. Lall, Advocate. 
On behalf of the employers—None. 

STATE : Bihar INDUSTRY : Coal 

Dhanbad, the August,. 1992 


AWARD 


The Government of India, Ministry of Labour in exercise 
of the powers conferred on them under Section 10(1) (ct) of 
the I. D. Act, 1947 has referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order No. L-28012/2/86- 
D.Ul (B) dated, the 6th January, 1987. 


SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of M/s. Chattu- 
ram Horilram (Private) Limited, P.O. Jhumaritalaiya 
Distf. Hazaribagh by terminating the services of 
Shri Rajendra Prasad, Clerk without complying 
with the provisions of I. D. Act is legal or justified ? 
If not, to what relief is the concerned workman 
entitled ?” 


2. The present reference is pending since long.The parties 
appeared and filed their respective W.S. and day to day 
leaning began. Lastly the management Stopped coming. 
Trom the record I find that the last appearance of the manage¬ 
ment was on 31-1-90 and since then no step was ever taken 
and ultimately the Court was not left with any option but 
to proceed exparte. 

3. Shri Rajendra Prasad the concerned workman was an 
employee working as clerk since 1955 in the management of 
M/s. Chatturam Horilram Private Ltd. While working at 
Rama Sugwa. Mica Mines he got heart attack on 2-4 85 and 
so shifted to P.M.C.H. by his colleague where he remained 
indoor patient till 6-5-86. It was stated that he got some 
senses on .23-4-85 and he filed an application for leave to the 
management on the medical ground till his recovery. He had 
to remain under treatment till 5-11-85 and lastly he reported 
for duty on 11-11-85 but he was refused to join his duty by 
the management. 


6 . Shri Rajendra Prasad has been examined himself as 
WW-1 whose evidence was recorded expar.e. He got heart 
attack on 2-4-85 and he had to be referred to P.M.C.H. tor 
treatment. Ext. W-4 is the discharge slip showing that Shri 
Prasad was admitted in intensive care unit for treatment of 
his heart on 3-4-85. He was discharged on 6-5-85, He was 
advised one month's rest and also to attend cardiology outdoor. 
The witness stated that his outdoor treatment continued 
tii! 5-J-85 and be has tiled the photo copy of certain 
medical prescriptions which are Exfs. W-3 series. The witness 
has stated that he had sent a letter on 23-4-85 expressing 
his inability to join on account of his illness. In the W.S. 
the workman has stated that he had applied for leave 
on 23-4-85 till his recovery. I think the application was not 
in order. The management is not supposed to grant casual 
leave or earned leave or any other leave for an indefinite 
period. It was demanded on the part of the workman 
to seek for certain period of leave. However, from his 
evidence and the documents it is clear that he had heart 
trouble and he had been directed to attend cardiology outdoor 
even after his discharge from . the hospital. The witness 
stated that he reported for duty on 11-11-85 but he was told 
that his services have been terminated. I find that the 
management had also sent a letter dated 16-9-85 asking the 
concerned workman to join his duty within a week’s time 
failing which it will be presumed that he was not willing 
to join. He was further directed to receive all his dues. 
The letter was received by the workman on 6-11-85. As stated 
by him, he had reported for duty on 11-11-85. Since this 
letter was received very late otherwise the concerned work¬ 
man would have taken care to report for duty immediately 
after the issuance of letter dated 16-9 85. 


7. J have taken into consideration all these facts and 
it is true that the concerned workman w-ag suffering from 
heart ailment. It seems that he could not attend his duty 
only because he did not get the letter of the management in 
time and also for the reasons that he had been directed 
to attend cardiology outdoor. For the reasons stated above 
I fee! that the concerned workman was helpless and he 
was stopped from joining his duties earlier on account of 
forced circumstances. Definitely it was a fault on the 
cart of the workman that he had filed an application for 
leave not for certain period but for the period till his 
recovery which was very vague and indefinite. For the reasons 
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statecTatove I feel that the claim of the concerned workman 
is genuine which must he allowed. The management is t us 
directed to reinstate the concerned workman at his original 
job with 50 per cent back wages within a month from the 
date of the publication of the Award, 

This is my Award. 
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mi u . e Forral? Register to be'maintained 
under the Mines Act is legal and justified ? It 
not. to what relief the workman concerned is 
entitled 7” 


2. Shri B. N. Thakur is admittedly a Peon of Pipradih 
Colliery who was superannuated with effect from 12 -z-as. 
The concerned workman has challenged his date or super- 
...annuatioo and according to him his date of birth was 
15-12-1938 and he was appointed on 1-1-58 during the 
period of private ownership of the colliery. The name of 
the concerned workman as stated by him was entered m the 
Form B Register mainttined under Section 48 of the Mines 
Act, 1952 and all the particulars including the date of 
birth where entered in the register after proper verification. 
The concerned workman further alleged that he qualified 
himself to be a member of C.M.P.F. after completion of 
the statutory period of continuous service and declaration 
in Form A was submitted to the CMPF Commissioner, 
declaring h s date of birth as 15-12-1938. It was further 

stated that the Supdt. of Mine Pipradih colliery granted a 
certificate in the year 1981 declaring, his dale of birth as 
15-12-19 3S. 


gsrr «rr i 

[?f. ^--240.12/116/86^-4 (tfl)?fff 5fK^T(I)] 

efr. t. t^Fi>TTvrff, -TTrjrrrfr 


New Delhi, the 17th September, 1992 

S.O. 2640.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (1^ of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, (No. 2), Dhanbad as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the Mgt. of Pipradih Colliery of M/s. C.C.L. 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 14-9-92. 

[No. L-240 12/11 6/86'DIV(B ) /lR (C.I ) ] 
V. K. VENUGOPALAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 

PRESENT : 

Shri B. Ram, Presiding Officer. 

In the matter of an industrial dispute under Section 
10(1) (d) of the I. D. Act, 1947. 

REFERENCE NO. 83 OF 1987 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relat on to the management of Pipradih 
Colliery of M|s. Central Coalfields Limited and 
their workmen. 

APPEARENCES : 

On behalf of the workmen r Shri J. P. Singh, Advocate. 
On behalf of the employers : Shri R. S. Murthy, Advocate. 
STATE : Bibar. INDUSTRY - : Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 31st August, 1992 


AWARD 

The Govt of India, Ministry of Labour in exercise of the 
powers conferred on them under Section 10(1 )(d) of the 

t D h A ri r 1947 , ha ?. rcfcr,ed fhe following 1 dsptue to tbi* 
l, 1 ??? 3 ,! „ adjudication vide their Order No. L-24012! 
116|86-D. IV(B) dated, the 16th February, 1987. 

Whether the action of the Management of Pinradif 
Colliery of c.C. L?o. P.O. Gomia, Dist. Hazaribagh 
m declaring the age cf the workman as 5 i 
years as on 12-2-1985 on the basis of the age 
assessed by the Medical Committee particular}! 
when there is no variation in age in the C.M.P.F 


3. The concerned workman met an accident in course of 
and arising out of employment and his leg was fractured. 
He claimed for compensation under the workman Compen¬ 
sation Act and accordingly the management advised him 
to appear before the medical board for determina'ion of 
percentage of loss of earning capacity for assessment of 
the compensation payable to him. In compliance thereof 
the concerned workman appeared before the Medical 
Officer as directed. But there was nothing I ke medical board 
and the doctor simply measured his blood pressure. He was 
not medically examined nor X-rayed. Subsequen ly the con¬ 
cerned workman could learn that the doctor assessed his 
age to be 57 years as per his appearance on 12-2-85 and 
on the basis of that assessment he was superannuated on 
12-2-88. The concerned workman submitted from assess¬ 
ment of his age by the doctor war, uncalled for and his 
superannuation with effect from 12-2-88 was unwarranted 
and without jurisdiction. He has accordingly prayed that 
the award be passed holding that the concerned workman 
is still in employment till completion of his age of 60 
years on the basis of his date of birth as 15-12-38. 

4. The management has denied the claim of the con¬ 
cerned workman in loto. Admittedly, he was appointed on 
1-1-58 in Pipradih colliery by the erstwhile' employer and 
the company. It was stated that the said colliery was 
nationalised under the Coking Coal Mines (Nationalisat'on) 
Act, 1972 wi h effect ftom 1-5-72 and after nationalisation 
it was entrusted with BCCI. by the Central Govt. But in the 
month of August, 1972 it’s ownership was transferred to 
NCDC which was already existing and operating at Cen¬ 
tral Public Sector undertaking. The said NCDC was re¬ 
named as CCL with effect from 1-11-75. 

5. It was stated that after take over of Hie colliery by 
NCDC service sheets of the concerned workman was pre¬ 
pared m which all the necessary entries including the date 
of birth were recorded. The concerned workman after 
haying understood the entries to be correct had put his 
LTIjsignature on 14-3-1973. 


ins concerned Workman after several yiears raised 
the issue that his date of birth was not correctly recorded 
m service sheet. The management checked the position 
from CM1F office. While calculating such information the 
clerk concerned recorded that the age of the concerned 
workman was 32 years on (he date of his appointment i.e. 
on 1-1---8 and his C.M.P.F. account was DI476201. How¬ 
ever a subsequent enjuiry revealed that actually no Form 
A was maintained of the concerned workman and the clerk 
concerned had committed mischief. It was also transpired 

C'316237 ? 8CCOlmt N °' ° f the concerned workman was 


7. The issue relating to the date of birthlage of the con¬ 
cerned workman was raised by the sponsoring union with 
th^ management along with some other cases of the work¬ 
men ana it was agreed that all such cases including the con* 
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coined workman would be referred to the age assessment 
committee as per implementation instruction No. 37 issued 
by the JBCCI on 1-2-S1. Accordingly the concerned work¬ 
man was referred to the ago assessment committee where 
he was examined on 12-2-85 and his age was assessed to 
be 57 years on 12-2-85. Naturally ho was superannuated on 
12 -2-88 and nothing wrong was done by the management. 

8 , The concerned workman obtained a certificate sgned 
by the Supdt. of Mines Pipradih colliery and other official* 
to the effect that in Form B Register his date of birth was 
recorded as 15-2-1938. The management has to say that 
this certificate was obtained by the concerned workman on 
his request for its submission to the LIC. It was obtained 
w'th the fradulent and malaflde intention. On these grounds 
it has been submitted that the concerned workman has got 
no case and the Award be accordingly passed. 


9. The question for consideration would he as to whether 
the superannuation of the concerned workman on 12-2-83 
was justified. 


10. Cause of action for this d'sptue arose sometimes in 
the year 1987 when the concerned workman could know that 
the so called medical board held on 12-2-85 declared his 
age to be 57 years as per his appearance. It is the consis¬ 
tent case of the concerned workman that his date of birth 
as recorded in Form B Register was 15-12-1938 and that 
he was appointed on 1-1-58 during the period of private 
ownersh'p of the colliery, He also claimed to have qualified 
for becoming a member of C.M.P.F. and that the return 
submitted in Form A contained his date of birth lo be 
15-12-1938. Definitely the concerned workman had qualified 
himself to become the member of C.M.P.F. and he had 
made contribution to the C.M.P.F. account No. D|316237. 
He has a number of account slipshowing deposit of amount 
towards C.M.P.F. which ,'s marked Ext. W-l series. Subse¬ 
quently the Pass Book system was introduced and the 
C.M.P.F. amount continued to be deposited in the Pass 
Book, The Pass Book has been marked Ext. W-2. From 
this document it is well proved that the concerned work¬ 
man had accounts No. D|316237. It was also urged that 
the Supdt. of Mine Pipradih Colliery under M/s. C.C.L. 
had granted certificate to the effect that the date of birth 
of the concerned workman was recorded as 15-12-1938 in 
Form B Rcg'ster. In the face of these materials there was 
no justification for pre-mature superannuation, of the con¬ 
cerned workman. 

11, Tlr concerned workman has contended that he had 
met wi h an accident in course of employment and his leg 
was fiactr.red. According to him he had claimed for compen¬ 
sation under the Workmen's Compensation Act and that he 
was direct to .appear before the medical board for determi- 
nat on of the percentage of loss. Admittedly, he appeared 
before the Board which illegally assessed his age on mere 

J ’hysical appearance instead of assessing the percentage of 
oss of earning capacity. It was submitted that the said net 
of the management was wholly illegal unwarranted and 
without jurisdiction. It may be noted that there 's noting 
to show that he had met with an accident and he had 
applied for compensation but the report of the doctor is 
there (Ext. M-6). 

12. First of all we will see as to when a workman can 
be referred to the medical board for assessment of age. 
Ext. M-7 Is the instruction of the JBCCI concerning the 
orocedure for determination of age of employee. The re¬ 
levant portion read as follows 

“(a) Wherever there is no variation in records, 'uch 
cases will not be reopened unless there is a very 
glaring and apparent wrong entry biought to the 
notice of the management. The management after 
being snt'sfied on the merits of the case will take 
aporoprinte action for correction through age 
determination Comnrittee[Medica! Board. 

(b) Wherever there are variations, a suitable 
provision for age determination Comm ute!Medical 
Boards would be made.” 


13. From the aforesaid pro /ision it is clear that in case 
of no variation in the record the case is not to be reopened 
but in case of variation a suitable provision for age deter¬ 
mination committee lined ical board should be made. The 
question is whether in the instant case there was any 
variation of age in the record 7 The form ‘B’ Register m 
original has been marked Ext. M-l. The name of the 
concerned workman appears against SI. No. 55 of the regis¬ 
ter, In col.-4 the age of the concerned workman has been 
recorded as 32 years hut in the remarks column his date 
of birth has been noted as 15-12-1988. Under Col. 7 his 
date of appointment has been shown as 1-1-1958. If he was 
aged 32 years on 1-1-58 then he should have retired on 
1-1-86. The learned counsel for the concerned workman 
submitted as to why a man aged 32 years will join service 
and why the management will allow such aged person. I 
feel such content'on has got no merit for consideration. 
Pipradih colliery was a private company belonging to 
Pacific Goal Company. In the private company it was for 
the management to give employment to anybody. If the date 
of birth recorded in the remarks column as 15-12-1938 is 
accepted Ihen the concerned workman , should retire on 
15-12-1998 after completion of 60 years of age. At this 
stage it may be significantly noted that at the foot of the 
register there is a note which reads as follows :— 

“In case of adolescents the Serial Number and date of 
certificate of fitness shall be entered in the re¬ 
marks column.” 

This note is a clear embargo which imposes restriction 
upon the management not to write anything in the remarks 
column save and except as required under notes at the 
foot of the register. In this way nothing of date of birth of 
the concerned workman in the remarks column was un¬ 
necessary and uncalled for. 

14. The concerned workman heavily relied upon the certi¬ 
ficate (Ext. M-8) granted by the Supdt. of Mines, Senior 
Medical Officer and Labour Welfare Officer. The certificate 
reads as follows :— 

“To whom it may concern. 

This is to certify that the date of blrfh of Sri BriJ 
Nandan Thakur, Peon Pipradih Colliery as per 
Form *B’ of Pipradih Colliery is 15-12-1938. 

This certificate is being issued to eunble him for his 
life insurance. 

Sd/-Uleg. Sd/-Hleg. Sd/*Weg. 

Sr. M-O. L.W.O. Sup it. of Minss/- 

Pipradih colliery Manager 

Piprallb." 

It was granted on 9-9-8J. The certificate was to the effect 
that the date of birth according to Form B Register was 
15-12-1988, The purpose for which it was granted does not 
merit much consideration. The whole thing was that the 
certificate was not based upon the assessment of the Senior 
Medical Officer nor he had any reason for assessing the 
age of the concerned workman. The certificate simply suggests 
that they had jointly seen the entry in Form B Register and 
on the basis thereof they certified the date of birth of the 
concerned workman. As stated above whether the date 
of birth recorded in the remarks column can be considered 
and the concerned workman can claim any advantage of 
such unwarranted entry there. T think, the answer must 
go in negative. In this connection I may refer to the evi¬ 
dence of MW-1 Shri K. B. Sahay. He stated that column 
] to 7 of Ext. M-l was in the writing of Shri Ranjit Prasad, 
Sr. Clerk. He stated that entry in Form B Register is made 
on the statement of individual workman. According to him 
his date of birth in the remarks column was subsequently 
written bv Shri Deo Nuravan Sharrna and for that he had 
no base. Conspicuously it rrmv be noted ’hat the chargesheet 
has already been issued against Shri Sharma for so many 
omission and commission made by him (Ext. M-5). The 
witness has denied the magestion that the chargesheet has 
been prepared for the put pose of this case. 
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15. Ext, M-4 is the service sheet prepared by the authority 
of NCUC which bears the signature of the concerned work¬ 
man. bits date of birth under Ext. M-4 has been recorded 
as 14-3-1925 and the dale of appointment as 1-1-1958. Jf he 
was born in 1925 then on the date of appointment he must 
be used about 33 years which more or less confirms with 
the age recorded in the column 4 of Form B Register Ext. 
M-l. MW-1 stated further that he cannot say as to how 
and irom where the date of birth has been noted in the 
service sheet. According to him the service sheet was first 
written by Shri Sudhir Kumar Ohosal, the Sr. Clerk. Again 
says that the date of birth as noted in the service sheet is 
not in the writing of Shri Ghosal. Prima facie there can 
be no earihily reason as :o why Shri Ghosal will leave one 
important column to be written by some other person. How- 
ever, according to MW-1 it was written by Shri Deo Narayan 
Sharma. The witness has denied that the date 14-3-1925 
noted tinder Ext. M-4 was manufactured by the management 
after the present issue was raised. 

Hi. The date of birth is also noted in Form A which is 
to be maintained by C'.M.P F. office. Admittedly, Form A 
of the concerned workman could not be traced out. MW-1 
stated that in the year 1978 Shri B. N, Ghosh, Addl. Labour 
Welfare Officer and Shri D. N. Sharma, UDC were deputed 
to C.M.P.F. Ranchi to collect the date of birth of some 
workmen in accordance with Form A declaration. The wit¬ 
ness had prepared the list containing the names of the work¬ 
man whose age was required to be enquired and taken from 

C. M.P.F. Ranchi, as per Form A. The list is Ext, M-2. 
which contains the names of 119 workmen whose date of 
birlh was not available in the colliery. The witness had 
filled up all the column except the remarks col. He stated 
that the remarks column was written by Shri B. N. Ghosh 
and Shrj D. N. Sharma. Forwarding letter containing the 
enclosure (M-2) has been marked Ext. M-3. Under Ext. 
M-2 the name of the concerned workman appears against 
SI. No 46. In the remarks column the date of birth of 
different workman has been roted. The witness stated that 
remarks column against SI. No. 46 was written by Slui 

D. N. Sharma, This means (he date of birth of the concern¬ 
ed workman in the remarks column of Ext. M-2 was written 
by Shri Sharma. In this wty we find that Shri Sharma hr. 
made his appearance every where and he seemed to be 
very vigilant in noting the date of birth of the concerned - 
workman in different record. The witness was not sure 
about the correctness of the entry in the remarks column of 
Ext. M-2. ETe did not tea Fotm-A of the concerned work¬ 
man. 


17. Shri B. N. Ghosh has been examined as MW-2. He 
stated that remarks column of SI. No. 46 was written by 
Shri D. N. Sharma. He was denied the suggestion that the 
entry in remarks column was made by Shri Sharma at his 
dictates. The witness stated that Form A of Shri B, N. 
Ihakur was not available in C.M.P.F. office at Ranchi, The 
witness admitted that it was his duty to make entry in the 
remarks column of Ext. M 2. He stated that entry in the 
remarks column against the name of the concerned work¬ 
man was not made in his presence. Here the question arises 
as to how and from where the date of birth was noted in 
Ext. M-2 when Form A of the concerned workman was not 
available in C M.P.F. office at Ranchi. This means it w-is 
wrong recording which should not be given any credence for 
consideration of the issue in question. It appears that 
Mr. Ghosh allowed the things to go unnoticed which was not 
worth appreciable. In the circumstances the list Ext. M-2 
lost its credence and at no stage it can be made a base for 
settling such an important issue. 


18. The concerned workman has examined himself as 
WW-1 and stated that at the time of private ownership 
Form B Register was prepated wherein his age was recorded 
as 18 years. According to him Form B Register produced 
by the management was not the original Form B Register 
and it did not bear his signature against his name. The 
witness had learnt that therr was something wrong in re¬ 
cording his age and he had requested the Supdt. of Mines 
to convey his real age. I have already stated that the 
certificate (F.xt. M-8) was based upon on the entry made in 
Form B Register. He has proved his account slip and Pass 
Book which are Ext. W-l and W-2 respectively. 

2413 GI[92—2 


19. From the discussions made above l find that there 
was no correct list of the document showing the age of the 
concerned workman. The genuineness of Form B Register 
has been challenged by the concerned workman. Declaration 
Form A was not available to tally the age recorded in Form 
B Register. In the service sheet also Ext. M-4 the date of 
birth staled to have been recorded by Shri D. N. Sharma. 
Similarly in the list F.xt. M-2 the date of birth was noted 
by Shn Sharma without any basis. It looked very confusing 
and surprising at the same time as to why and for what 
carthily gain Shri Sharma will be noting a different date 
of birth of the concerned workman in different register. 
According io MW-1 the date of birth as 14-3-25 in the 
service sheet was recorded by Shri D. N. Sharma. According 
to MW-2 the date of birth as 15-12-1938 was recorded by 
Shri Sharma under Ext. M-2. All these are most confusing 
any onl\ conclusion would be that there was variation •'"at 
every stage so far the recording of the age was concerned. 
In the circumstances examination of the concerned workman 
by the rpedical board was necessary. The management stated 
that the concerned workman was examined by the Medical 
Board where his age was assessed to be 57 years on 
12-2-85. However, the concerned workman has denied that 
he was ever examined by any medical board. According 
lo him he was neither X-rayed nor scientifically examined 
for assessment of age. At this stage we may refer to 
Ext. M-6 which is the report of the age determination com- 
imltee at area level, Kathara area. In the last portion it has 
been reported that there is no variation in record but by 
appearance his age appears to be 57 years on 12-2-1985, 

It also brars tbe signature of Dv. Medical Supdt. and the 
other officer. Thus the certificate itself is most, unscientific 
when age of the concerned workman was assessed on the 
basis of his physical appeatattce. This suggests that he was 
not properly examined. I cunnol say whether any X-ray exa¬ 
mination will be necessary for determination of tbe age. 
But according to tbe Evidence Act ossification of bones is 
tbe best method of correct assessment of age. For the 
reasons stated above I am to hold the view that the age of 
the concerned workman should be assessed by the Medical 
Board according to the legal procedure. The management 
is thus directed to constitute the medical board who will 
examine the ape of the concerned workman within one month 
from the date of the publication of the Award and the 
assessment of the medical Hoard will be final and the rein- 
statement of the concerned workman will depend upon the 
assessment of age by tbe medical board. 

B. RAM, Presiding Officer 

17 farTFSTf 1992 
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tfr, sf: TwftTFTff, 

New Delhi, the 17th September, 1992 

S.O. 2641.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. I), 
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Dhanbacl as shown in the Annexure in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
Management of Flariajam Colliery of M|s. E.C.L. 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 7-9-1992. 

[No. L-20012|27;88-D.III(A)J 
V. K. VENUGOPALAN, Desk Officer. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under Section 10(1 )(d) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

Reference No. 82 of 1988 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Hariajam Colliery of Mis. E.C. Ltd., 
Phanbud. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

PRESENT : 

Shri S. K. Mitra, Presiding Officer. 
APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers.—Shri R. S. Murthv, Advo¬ 
cate. 

For the Workmeu.—Shri D. K. Verma, Advo¬ 
cate. 

STATE : Bihar INDUSTRY : Coal 

Dated, the 28th August, 1992 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-2001.T27|88-D.3(A), dated, the 
18th July, 1988. the Cer al Government in the 
Ministry of Labour, has, ! . exercise of the powers 
conferred by clause (d; of sub-section ( I) of 
Section 10 of the InduC ial Disputes Act, 1947, 
referred the following dispute for adjudication to this 
Tribunal : 

'‘Whether the action >-f the management of 
M|s. Eastern Co,..fields Ltd., Dhanbad in 
denying employm nt to the dependent of 
Late Sri Dhant.hwar Bhuiya, Wagou 
Loader appropriate? If not, to what relief 
is the workman entitled to ?’’ 

2. The case of the man; ement of Hariajam Col¬ 
liery of M|s. Eastern Coallieds Ltd., Dhanbad, as 
disclosed in the written statement-cum-rcjoinder, 
details apart, is as follows : 

The person concerned, t amely, Gaya Bhuiya, is 
not a workman within the meaning of Section 2(s) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act and hence, there can 
be no dispute between him and the management 
within the meaning of Sec*'an 2(k) o* the said Act. 
The substantive case of lit? management is that 


Dhancshwar Bhuiya was employed as wagon loader 
in Hariajam Colliery of M]s. E.C. Ltd. He started 
absenting horn duty continuously with effect from 
7-12-82 without permission or sufficient cause and it 
constituted a misconduct under Clause 17(i)(n) of 
the Model Standing Orders applicable to the estab¬ 
lishments in coal mines. He was issued with a 
charge-sheet dated 19-10-1983. His explanation 
dated 21-10-1983 to the chargesheet having been 
found unsatisfactory, a regular domestic enquiry was 
ordered and he fully participated in the enquiry. 
The enquiry was held in accordance with the princi¬ 
ples of natural justice. The Enquiry Officer sub¬ 
mitted his report on the basis of the enquiry held by 
him and he found that Dhancshwar Bhuiya was 
guilty of the charge framed against him. Upon con¬ 
sideration of the report of the Enquiry Officer anti 
proceeding of the enquiry, General Manager, Nirsa 
Area, in which Hariajam Colliery falls, came to the 
conclusion that this was a fit case for dismissal of 
Dhaneshwnr Bhuiya from service. Accordingly 
Dhaneshwar Bhuiya was dismissed from service by 
letter dated 28-12-1983 with immediate effect. Sup¬ 
pressing the above fact, Gaya Bhuiya approached the 
A.L.C.(C), Dhanbad, with a petition and unfor¬ 
tunately the petition was treated an industrial dis¬ 
pute. Anyway, conciliation proceeding ended in 
failure and A.L.C.(C), Dhanbad, submitted his 
report to the Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour, 
and the appropriate Government has been pleased 
to refer the dispute for adjudication to this Tribunal. 
Gaya Bhuiya is not the brother of Dhandshwar 
Bhuiya, but he approached the A.L.C.(C), Dhanbad, 
directly long after the death of Dhaneshwar Bhuiya. 
Records of the management do not indiacle that 
Dhancshwar Bhuiya had any brother, much less a 
brother with the name of Gaya Bhuiya. In the cir¬ 
cumstances, the management has submitted that its 
action in refusing employment to Gaya Bhuiya be 
hrld to be justified. 

3. The case of Gaya Bhuiva, as disclosed in the 
written statement submitted by him, is as follows : 

Dhaneshwar Bhuiya was working as an under¬ 
ground Loader in Hariajam Colliery udner M|s. E.C. 
Ltd. for pretty long time. He died on 12-12-1983 
leaving behind him his younger brother, Gaya 
Bhuiya, who was fully dependent on his earnings. 
According to provisions of N.C.W.A. the dependent) 
the legal heir of an employee dying while in service 
is entitled to get employment in the colliery. He 
prayed before the management to provide him 
employment but unfortunately the management did 
not give him any favourable reply. He is the younger 
brother of later Dhaneshwar Bhuiya. He is an able 
bodied person and capable of doing any work suit¬ 
able for him. The action of the management in 
not providing employment to him is unjustified. 

4. In rejoinder to the written statement of Gaya 
Bhuiya, the management has stated that Dhaneshwar 
Bhuiya was working in Hariajam Colliery as an 
underground loader. The management has asserted 
that Dhaneshwar Bhuiya died on 5-12-1933 in a 
road accident and not on 12-12-1983 and denied 
that Gaya Bhuia is the brother of Dhaneshwar 

Bhuiya. 
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5. Gaya Bhuiya has not submitted any rejoinder 
to the written statement of the management, 

6 . The management examined Dilip Kumar Singh, 
Enquiry Officer as MW-1 and laid in. evidence the 
entire domestic enquiry proceedings which were 
marked Exts. M-l to M-7. But since there was no 
prayer made by the management for hearing the 
preliminary issue as to whether the domestic enquiry 
was held iairly and properly, the issue relating to 
fairness and propriety of domestic enquiry was left 
open for hearing alongwith the merit of the case 
with the consent of both the parties. 

7. Admittedly, Dhaneshwar Bhuiya was employed 
in Hariajam Colliery of M|s. E.C. Lt<j. It appears 
that he was working as underground loader in 
Hariajam Colliery. The evidence on record indi¬ 
cates that he was absenting from duty from 7-12-83 
without any information or sufficient cause and for 
this act of misconduct he was visited with a charge- 
sheet dated 19-10-1983 for having committed mis¬ 
conduct under Clause 17 (i) (n) of the Model Stand¬ 
ing Order applicable to the Coal Mining Industries 
(Ext. M-2). In his reply dated 21-10-1963 to the 
chargesheet Dhaneshwar Bhuiya admitted that he 
absented from 7-12-1982 to 20-10-1983 due to 
illness. He admitted his mistake and apologised 
for the same (Ext. M-l|l). The management deci¬ 
ded to hold domestic enquiry in the matter. Dilip 
Kumar Singh, working as P.O.’s Clerk in 1983 in 
Hariajam Colliery, held domestic enquiry in pre¬ 
sence of Dhaneshwar Bhuiya and found him guilty 
of the misconduct. He submitted his report finding 
Dhaneshwar Bhuiya guilty of misconduct on 7-11-83 
and by letter dated 28-12-1983 (Ext. M-7) 
Dhaneshwar Bhuiya was dismissed from service. This 
letter of dismissal was issued against a dead person 
for, according to the management, Dhancshw'ar 
Bhuiya died in a road accident on 5-12-1983. The 
order of dismissal of a dead person from service is 
illegal and void ab initio. In this view of the matter, 
the final outcome of domestic enquiry resulting in 
dismissal of Dhaneshwar Bhuiya from service when 
he w'as no more in the land of living has got no legal 
effect at all. 

8 . The management, realising the position adduced 
further evidence by examining three witnesses, namely, 
MW-2 N. P. Smha, MW-3 Sugua Bhumi and MW-4 
Budhu Bhuiya. 

Gaya Bhuiya did not adduce any evidence, oral 
or documentary. 

9. Gava Bhuiya is claiming employment as depen¬ 
dent brother of Dhaneshwar Bhuiya. The manage¬ 
ment has disputed the fact that Gaya Bhuiya is the 
brother of Dhaneshwar Bhuiya and in the process 
raised the objection that the present dispute is not 
a dispute within the meaning of Section 2(k) of (he 
Industrial Disputes Act. 

The case of Dhaneshwar Bliuiya has not been 
espoused by any union, registered or un-registered, 
recognised or un-recognised, operating in Hariajam 
Colliery. The Hon’ble Supreme Court observed in 
die case of Bombay Union of Journalists and others 


Vs. The ‘Hindu’, Bombay and another reported in 
1961(11) EIJ. 436 that in ascertaining yvhether an 
individual dispute has acquired the character of an 
industrial dispute, the test is whether at the date of 
reference, the dispute was taken up as supported by 
the union of the workmen of the employer against 
whom tire dispute is raised by an individual work¬ 
man or by an appreciable number of workmen. Tn 
order to convert an individual dispute into an indus¬ 
trial dispute it has to be established that the dispute 
had been taken up by the union of the employees of 
the establishment or by appreciable number of 
employees of the establishment. Gaya Bhuiya’s case, 
as I have pointed out before, has not been espoused 
by any union of the employees of the establishment 
or by any appreciable number of employees of the 
establishment. That being so, the dispute raised by 
Gaya Bhuiya has remained an individual dispute and 
it has not acquired the character of an industrial 
dispute. Hence, the present dispute raised by Gaya 
Bhuiya individually is not maintainable. 

10. That apart, Gaya Bhuiya has been claiming 
employment as dependent younger brother of 
Dhaneshwar Bhuiya who died while in service. The 
management has denied and disputed die contention 
that Gaya Bhuiya is the dependent younger brother 
of Dhaneshwar Bhuiya. Clause 9.4.2 of N.C.W.A. Ill 
envisages provision for employment or one depen¬ 
dent of the worker who dies while in service. The 
clause is rc-produced hereinbelow : 

“9.4.2 Employment of one Dependant of the 
Worker who dies while in service. 

(i) The dependant for this purpose means 
the wife (husband as the case may be, 
unmarried daughter, son and legally 
adopted son. If no such direct depen¬ 
dant is available for employment, 
younger brother, widowed daughter] 
widowed daughter-in-law residing with 
the deceased and almost wholly depen¬ 
dant on the earnings of the deceased may 
be considered to be the dependant of the 
deceased. 

(ii) The dependant to be considered for 
employment should be physically fit and 
suitable for employment and aged not 
more than 35 years provided that the 
age limit shall not apply in the case of 
spouse.” 

I have already stated that Gaya Bhuiya has not laid 
any evidence, oral or document, supportive of the 
fact that he is dependant younger brother of 
Bhancshwar Bhuiya. On the Other hand, the 
management has produced Form No. 2 as per Coal 
Mines Family Pension Scheme, 1971 disclosing the 
particulars of family members submitted by 
Dhaneshwar Bhuiya. In this Form Dhaneshwar 
Bhuiya disclosed that his family consisted of mother, 
Sugua Bimini and wife Champa Bhuini (Ext. M-8). 
He has not disclosed therein that Gaya Bhuiya is 
a member of his family. Sugua Bhuini, mother of 
Dhaneshwar Bhuiya, has testified before this Tribunal. 
She has rtated tha? Dhaneshwar Bhuiya died in an 
accident that she had two sons, Dhaneshwar Bhuiya 
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and Budhu Bliuiya and since Dhaneshwar Bhuiya 
left the mortal world she is left with the only one 
son, namely' Budhu Bhuiya. Her testimony dis¬ 
closes that Dhaneshwar Bhuiya was married and 
two sons were born in the wed-lock but both of 
them are dead and Dhancshwar’s wife has te- 
married, Budhu Bhuiya appearing as MM-4 has 
stated that his mother’s name is Sugua Bhuini and 
that they were (wo brothers—Dhaneshwar and himself 
and that Dhaneshwar Bhuiya, his elder brother, was 
working in Hariajam colliery and died in an accident. 
Tn cross-examination he has admitted that his mother 
Sugua Bhuini lias married his uncle, Prabhu Bhuiya. 
But this statement of his does not render any fillip 
to the case of Gaya Bhuiya. The evidence of Sugua 
Bhuini and Budhu Bhuiya unmistakeably establishes 
the fact that Sugua Bhuini had two sons, namely, 
Dhaneshwar Bhuiya and Budhu Bhuiya of whom 
Dhaneshwar Bhuiya was the elder and he is dead. 

It. Clause 9.4.2 of N.C.W.A. Ill envisages that 
if no such direct dependant, such as, wifejhusband, 
unmarried daughter, son and legally adopted son, 
is available for employment, younger brother, 
widowed daughter|widowed daughter-in-law residing 
with the deceased and almost wholly dependant on 
the earnings of the deceased may be considered to 
be the dependant of the deceased. There is no evi¬ 
dence to show that Gaya Bhuiya, even if he is 
accepted as the younger brother of Dhaneshwar 
Bhuiya, was residing with the deceased Dhaneshwar 
Bhuiya and was almost wholly dependant on the 
earnings of the deceased Dhaneshwar Bhuiya. Hence, 
by no stretch of imagination Gaya Bhuiya can be 
considered to be dependant younger brother of 
Dhaneshwar Bhuiya, So, the action of flu manape- 
menf in denying employment to him is perfectly 
justified. 

12. Accordingly, the following award is rendered— 
the action of the management of Hariajan Colliery 
of M s. Eastern Coalfields Ltd. in denying employ¬ 
ment to Gaya Bhuiya is perfectly justified. 

Tn the circumstances of the case, T award no cost. 

This is my award. 

Sd’- 

S. K. MTTRA, Presiding Officer. 
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New Delhi, the 17th September, 1992 

S.O. 2642.—In pursuance of Section 17 of ihe In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen- 
tial Government hereby publishes the award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, (No. 2), 
Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure m .he Individual 
dispute blew cen the employers in relation to the Mgt. 
of 20|21 Pits colliery of M|S B.CC.L <nd their 
workmen which was received by f he Ceniral Gov¬ 
ernment on the 8-9-1992. 

[No. L-200121191|86-D(1II(A)|1R(C.1)] 
V. K. VENUGOPALAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT IN¬ 
DUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT 

DHANBAD, 

Present 

Shri B. Ram, 

Presiding Officer, 

In the mattre of an industrial dispute under Scchon 
I0(l)(d) of the r.D. Act, 1947, 

REFERENCE NO. 2 OF 1987 

PARTIES 

Employers in relation to the management of 
20|21 Pits Murulidih Colliery of Messrs. 
Bharat Coking Coal Limited and their work¬ 
men. 

APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of the workman : Shri D. Mukherjcc. 
Secretary, Bihar Colliery Kamgar Union. 

On behalf of the employers : Shri R. S. Murthv, 
Advocate. 

STATE : Bihar. INDUSTRY : Coal 

Dated. Dhanbad, the 28th August, 1992 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour in 
exercise of the powers conferred on them under Sec¬ 
tion 10(1 )fd) of the I.D. Act, 1947 has referred the 
following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication 
vide their Order No. L-200l2|191j86-D.]fI(A) dated, 
the 22nd December, 1986. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of 20 21 
Pits Murulidih Colliery of Mis. Bharat Cok¬ 
ing Coal Limited in superannuating from 
service their workman, Shri Ram Brich 
Bouri, Register Keeper w.e.f. 20-4-1985 is 
iusdned? If not, to what relief the workman 
is cnlilled ? 

2. fu this reference both the parties appeared and 
filed their respective W.S, documents etc. Thereafter 
die case proceeded along its course. Subsequently at 
the stage of oral evidence both the appeared before 
me and filed a petition of compromise under their 
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signature, I heard, both the petition on the said peti¬ 
tion of compromise and do find that the terms con¬ 
tained therein are fair, proper and beneficial to both 
of them. Accordingly T accept the said petition of 
compromise and pass an Award in terms thereof which 
forms part of the Award as Annexure'. 

B. RAM, Presiding (Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE, THE PRESIDING OFFICER CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
NO. II DHANBAD. 

Ref : 2.[87 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Bharat Coking Coal Limited, Murulidih 
Colliery, Mohuda Area. 

AND 

Their workman (Ram Brich Bouri) 

PETITION FOR COMPROMISE 

The above mentioned employers and the workman 
most respectfully submit jointly as under : — 

!. That the concerned workman Sri Ram 
Brich Bouri Ex-Register Keeper will be paid 
50 per cent of wages for the period from 
20-4-85 to 20-1-86 the date on which he 
would have retired based on admit card 
etc. 

2. That the employers and the workman here¬ 
by jointly declare that, they considered the 
aforesaid terms and conditions as fair just and 
reasonable to both the parties. 

3. That in view of this settlement there re¬ 
mains nothing to be adjudicated. 

It is, iherefore, prayed that the HotTble Tribunal 
may be please to accept the joint compromise peti¬ 
tion and dispute of this case accordingly by giving an 
Award, in terms thereof. 

For the workmen 

Sd|- 

(B. MOHANTHY) 

Area Secretary, BCKU, 

Mohuda Area. 

For the employers 

Sd|- 

(MM BHATTACHARYA) 
General Manager, BCCL. 

Mohuda Area. 

Sd|- 

(AK RAO) 

Dv. Chief Pers. Manager. 

Mohuda Area. 
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New Delhi, the 17th September, 1992 

S.O. 2643.—In pursuance of section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes ihe award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. I), 
Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure in the industrial 
dispu'e between the employers in relation to the 
management of Gidi Washery of M|s. C.C.L. and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 15-9-92. 

[No. L-20012| 116189 1R(C. 1)] 
V. K. VENUGOPALAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under section 10(lXd) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

Reference No. 202 of 1989 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Gidi 
Washery of M|s. Central Coalfields Ltd, 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

PRESENT: 

Shri S. K. Mitra, Presiding Officer. 
APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers—Shri R. S. Murthy, 
Advocate. 

For the Workmen—Shri D. Mukherjee, 

Secretary. Bihar Colliery Kamgar Union. 

STATE : Bihar INDUSTRY : Coal 

Dated, the 3rd September, 1992 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-20012|1 l6|89-I.R.(Coal-I) dated 
the 8th December, 1989, the Central Government in 
the Ministry of Labour, has, in exercise of the 
powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) 
and sub-section (2-A) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947, referred the following dispute for 
adjudication to this Tribunal : 

“Whether the acdon of the management of Gidi 
Washery of C. C. Ltd., P.O. Gidi, Dist. 
Hazaribagh by not making payment of 
Interim Relief to the workmen engaged in 
Slurry Ponds of Gidi Washery is justified ? 
If not, to what relief the workmen concerned 
are entitled 7” 
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2. The order of reference was received in the office 
of the Tribunal on 15-12-1989. After receipt of the 
order of reference Shri D. Mukherjee, Secretary, Bihar 
Colliery Kamgar Union, appeared on behalf of the 
workmen and prayed for adjournment for filing 
written statement. Adjournment was granted and next 
date was fixed for filing written statement by the 
workmen on 22-3-1990. On that date Shri R. S. 
Murthy, Advocate, appeared for the management and 
Shri D. Mukherjee, Secretary, Bihar Colliery Kamgar 
Union, appeared but did not file any written statement. 
On verbal prayer of Shri Mukherjee several adjourn¬ 
ments were granted. Ultimately Shri Mukherjee sub¬ 
mitted that he was not interested to take any step in 
the case and in the circumstances, I am constrained 
to pass ‘no dispute’ award in the present case. 

3. Accordingly, I pass ‘no dispuV award in this 
case. 

In the circumstances of the case, I award no cost. 

This is my award, 

S. K. Mil RA, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 17th September, 1992 

S.O. 2644.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 19^7 (14 of 1947), the 

Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, (No. f), 
Dhanbad as shown in the Anncxure in the Industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
Management of Moonidih Project of M|s. B.C.C.L. 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 14-9-1992. 

[No. L-2.0012|30|91-lR(Coal-l) ] 

V. K. VENUGOPALAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL CiOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under section 10(1) (d) 

of the Industrial Dispute' Act, 1947, 

Reference No. 77 of 1991 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation (0 the management of 
Moonidih Project of M|s. B.C.C. Ltd. 


Their Workmen. 

PRESENT: 

Shri S. K. Mitra, Presiding Officer. 
APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers—None. 

For the Workmen- None. 

STATE : Bihar INDUSTRY ■ Coal 

Dated, the 28th August, 1992 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-2001Z(30) |91-l.R.(Coal-T), dated, 
the 26th July, 1991, the Central Government in the 
Ministry of Labour, has, in exercise of the powers 
conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub¬ 
section (2-A) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, referred the following dispute for adjudi¬ 
cation to this Tribunal: 

“Whether the demand of the union for correction 
of age of Shri Sukar Saw, Token No. 2477 
of Moonidih Project under Moonidih Area 
of M|s, B.C.C. I-td., Dhanbad is 28 years 
as on 17-10-71 by the management is justi¬ 
fied ■> If so, what relief the workman is en¬ 
titled to ?” 

2, The order of reference was received in the office 
of the Tribunal on 8-8-1991. Since then several 
notices were issued to the Organising Secretary, 
Dhanbad Colliery Karmacbari Sangh, to file written 
statement on behalf of the concerned workman. But 
neither the sponsoring union nor the concerned work¬ 
man appeared to take any step in the mater. In the 
circumstances, I am constrained to believe that neither 
the concerned workman nor the sponsoring union is 
interested in pursuing the case. 

3. Accordingly, 1 pass ‘no dispute’ award in this 
case. 

In the circumstances of the case, I award no cost. 

S. K. MITRA, Presiding Officer 

ftetfl, 17 ftcETL 1992 

TT.tIT, 2645 ; —afrgftftW ftmt STferfabR, 1947 
( 1947 STf 14) 41 OTTT 17 % ^ 

4h 4 aft. 41. 4r.T?r. 44 4lf4hfr 4 

3TTTT 4. 1 % HR-HcTer % 4<44 4W 

«p4rtti % 4H sptrr 4 fafipz farrc 

4 Rtrtt afhtftftai (4. 1 ), sw 

% TTrc ’Ll tpprftrr *pt4t ft; 4t rwr 41 
14-9-92 41 RFT gOT *Tf I 

[ 4 , — 20012 / 253/90 — . rpl (41*1-1)] 

41. %. &Rt3Tftm41 



40 05 


[*TPT £1—WT 3 (ii)] »TF.ct ¥T TIWS . tPT^srr 10, 


New Delhi, the 17th September, 1992 

S.O. 2645.—In pursuance oil Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, (No. 1), 
Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
Management of Madhuban Colliery in Barora Area 
No. I, M|s. BCCL and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on the 14-9-92. 

[No. 1.-20012| 25 3 |90-IR (Coal-I) ] 
V. K. VENUGOPALAN, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under section 10(1) (d) 

of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, 

Reference No. 24 of 1991 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Madhuban Colliery in Barora Area No. 1 of 
M|s. B.C.C Ltd. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

PRESENT • 

Shri S. K. Mitra, Presiding Officer. 
APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers : None. 

For the Workmen : Shri D. K. Dey, Secretary. 
Dhanbad Colliery Karmachari Sangh. 

STATE ■ Bihar INDUSTRY : Coal 

Dated, the 28th August, 1992 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-20012|253|90-I.R.(Coal-I), dated 
the 14th March, 1991, the Central Government in the 
Ministry of Labour has, in exercise of the powers 
conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub¬ 
section (2-A) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, referred the following dispute for adjudi¬ 
cation to this Tribunal: 

“Whether the management of Madhuban Colliery 
of Barora Area No. I of M|s. Bharat Coking 
Coal Ltd., is justified in not accepting the 
demand of the Dhanbad Colliery Karma¬ 
chari Sangh, that the workman Shri Bodia 
Chamar should be placed on Moulder in 
Cal. IV ? If not, to what relief the said 
workman is entitled?” 

. 2. The order of reference was received in the office 
of the Tribunal on 3-4-1991. Since then several 
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notices were issued to the union for filing written 
statement on behalf of the workmen. But neither the 
sponsoring union nor the workman concerned 
appeared. Ultimately, Shri D. K. Dey, Secretary, 
Dhanbad Colliery Karmachari Sangh, appeared and 
stated that he is not interested to proceed with the 
present industrial dispute. Hence, I am constrained to 
pass a ‘no dispute’ award in this case, 

3. Accordingly, 1 pass ‘no dispute' award in this 
case. 

In the circumstances of the case, I award no cost. 
This is my award. 

S. K. MITRA, Presiding Officer 

17 PklHV, 1992 

*1T. 2646.—3ffartf*T4T fT4T? xrftjfT4tT, 
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% chrc? qft smfvtcT t, 5fr snmx Tt 

15-9-92 5TEer §XTT I 

[tfw t(sr— 20012 / 329 / 90 xtt$ wr (*p#-l)] 

#. T. &T srftmfr 

New Delhi, the 17th September, 1992 

S.O. 2646.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. I), 
Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of M|s. Tata Iron & Steel Company 
Ltd., Jamadoba and their workmen, which was recei¬ 
ved by the Central Government on the 15-9-92. 

[No. L-20012|329|90-I.R. (Conl-T)l 

V. K. VENUGOPALAN, Desk Officer. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under Section 10(1)(d) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

Reference No. 10 of 1991 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of 
M|s. TISCO Ltd., Jamadoba. 

Versus 

Their 'Workmen. 

PRESENT : 

Shri S. K. Mitra, Presiding Officer. 
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APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers.—Shri B. Joshi, Advocate. 
For the Workmen.—Shri B. N. Sharjna, Jt. Gen. 
Secretary, Janta Mazdoor Sangh. 

(Final hearing—none). 


dispute between the employers in r ^t on to the 
management of Nudkhurkee Colliery of M|3. B.C.C.L. 
and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the 15-9-1992. 

i _oonnl*;V89-lR(C-l)l 


STATE : Bihar INDUSTRY . Coal 

Dated, the 2nd September, 1992 


V. K. VENUGOPALAN, Desk Officer. 


AWARD 

By Order No. L-20012|329|90-1.R. (Coal-1), 

dated, the 12th February, 1991, the Central Govern¬ 
ment in the Ministry of Labour, has, in exercise of 
the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) and sub-section (2-A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, referred the following 
dispute for adiudication to this Tribunal : 

“Whether the action pf the management of 
M|s. T1SCO Ltd., Jamadoba in removing 
the name of the workman Sri Devi Pd. 
Upudhyay from the roll of the Company 
w.e.f. 8-2-1988 is justified'? Tf not, to what 
relief the workman is entitled to ?” 

2. The order of reference was received in the 
office of the Tribunal on 15-2-1991. Since then 
several notices were Issued to the Joint General 
Secretary, Janta Mazdoor Sangh, to file written state¬ 
ment on behalf of the concerned workman. But 
neither the sponsoring union nor the concerned work¬ 
man appeared to take any step in the matter. In 
the circumstances, 1 am constrained to believe that 
neither the sponsoring union nor the concerned work¬ 
man is interested in pursuing the case. 

3. Accordingly, T pass ‘no dispute’ award in this 
case. 

In the circumstances of the case. J award no cost. 

This is my award. 

S. K. MITRA, Presiding Officer. 

Tf 17 ftpPTT, 1992 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under Section 10(0 Id) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 


PARTIES : 


Employers in relation to the management of 
Nudkhurkee Colliery of M|s. B.C.C. Ltd. 


AND 


Their Workmen. 


PRESENT : 

Shri S. K. Mitra, Presiding Officer. 
APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers.—Shri B. loshi. Advocate. 
For the Workmen.-— Shri D. K. Vcrma, Advo¬ 
cate. 

STATE : Bihar INDUSTRY Coal 

Dated, the 3rd September, 1992 


AWARD 

The present reference arises out of Order No. 
\ -2001215^189-I.K. (Coal-I) dated 7-1-1989 passed 
by the Central Government in respect of an indus¬ 
trial dispute between the parties mentioned above. 
The subject matter of the dispute has been specified 
in the schedule to the said order and the said sebe- 
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New Delhi, the 17th September, 1992 


“Whether the action of the management of 
Nudkhurkee Colliery of Mis. B.C.C. Ttd. in 
not regularising Shri Pradccp Kumar 
Rajhans as Sale Supervisor is justified • 
Tf not, what relief the concerned workman 
is entitled ?” 

2. The dispute has been settled out of Court. A 
memorandum of settlement has been filed in Court. 
[ have gone through the terms of settlement and T 
find them quite fair and reasonable. There is no 
reason why an award should not be passed on the 
basis of terms and conditions laid down in the 
memorandum of settlement. I accept it and pass 
an award accordingly. The memorandum of settle¬ 
ment shall form part of the award. 


S O. 2647.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 fl4 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. I), 
Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure in the industrial 


3 . Let a copy of this award be sent to the Ministry 
as required under Section 15 of the Industrial Dis¬ 
putes Act. 1947. 

S. K. MITRA, Presiding Officer. 
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BEFORE : 

The Presiding Officer, 

C’enlru! Govt, Industrial Tribunal No. !. 

A: - Dhanbnd. 

Reference No. 153;89 

Employer;-, in relation to the management of 
Nildfhtnl.ee Colliery, 

AND 

Their Workmen, 

PCI iTION OF COMPROMISE 

The humble petition on behalf of the paitics to 
tile above reference most respectfully shewth :• — 

1. That the above dispute has been amicably 
settled between thm parties on the following terms 

TERMS OF SETTLEMENT 

(a) That (tic concerned workman Sii Prudccp 
Kumar Raihans will be regularised as 
Senior Despatch Clerk in his existing Spe¬ 
cial ('bade with effect from the same date 
he was promoted as Senior Store Keener. 

(h) That :h'-- concerned workman will not claim 
fur any other benefit, financial or other¬ 
wise. out of the present demand for his 
retrain! Nation as Sales Supervisor and his 
cadre will be in the list of Despatch per¬ 
sonnel and not in store personnel. 

2. That in view of the above settlement there 
remains nothing to he adjudicated. 

Under die facts and circumstances, the Hon’ble 
Tribunal will be graciously pleased to accept the 
settlement as fair and proper and be pleased to pa's 
the Award m terms of the settlement. 

TOR THE WORKMEN : 

Self- 

1. (R. A. SINGH) 

General Secretary, 

Coalfeld Lab; air Union. 

S(T- 

2. (P. K. RAIHANS) 

Witnesses : 

Sd 1 - 

U (P. N. CUMJDHERY) 

Sdf- 

2. i JAGDrSH KUMHAR) 

FOR THE EMPLOYERS 
Sd|- 

J. (N. C. NIRULA) 
Chief General Manager 
Block-TT Area. 


to, utaUmfim is, ion 

Sd|- 

2. (M. K. SINGH) 
Personnel Manager, 
Block-II Area. 

Sd|- 

(Advocate) 

T? fdC-s'fr, 17 TTTiNT, 1992 

TT. Sff, 20 48.—’-MrfM Lf-W ufd'fWV, 
1947 ( 1947 14) * RIM 17 % V’JWW R, 
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-r’c ttettI v 4kr, RRRtr ir frfts; sCMPtr ferrr 

if RTTTT sfrMrTT RfaWT, (h. l), tEWK 

% iwz Tt RTlMr TTcfr t, Nt RRFlT j rr 

1 5-9-92 T) stM ftrr 4T I 

[rr-tt m^_ 2 oo 12/1 oe/so-mf rtf (^MI)] 
tfl. v. MMivPT, wRhttO 

New Delhi, the 17th September, 1992 

S.O. 2648.-—In puniance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), die 
Cential Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. I), 
Dhanbnd as shown in the Annexure in the industrial 
dispute between die employers in relation to the 
management oE M|s. Tata Iron & Steel Company 
Ltd.. Jamadoba and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on the 15-9-92. 

INo. L-200121106190-1.R. (Coal-1)] 

V. K. VENUGOPALAN, Desk Odicer. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 

In tlw matter of a reference under Section 10(1) (d) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

Reference No. 245 of 1990 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Mjs. Tata Iron & Steel Company Ltd., 
Jamadoba. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

PRESENT : 

Shri S. K. Mitra, Presiding Officer. 
APPEARANCES ; 

For the Employers.—Shri B. Joshi, Advocate. 

For the Workmen.—Shri B. N. Sharma, Joint 
General Secretary, Junta Mazdoor Sangh. 

S LATE : Bihar INDUSTRY : Coal 

Dated, the 2nd September, 1992 


2413 0192—11 
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By Order No. L-20012|106|90-1.R. (Coal-1), 

dated, the 5th October, 1990, the 'Central Govern¬ 
ment in the Ministry of Labour, has, in exercise of 
the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 
1) and sub-section (2-A) of Section 10 of the 
industrial Disputes Act, 1947, referred the followin'? 
dispute for adjudication to this Tribunal : 

“Whether the action of the management of 
MjS. Tata Iron & Steel Company Ltd., 
Jamadoba P.O., Distt. Dhanbad in dis¬ 
missing Shri Jamuna Pd. Upadhyay, 
Chairman from service with elect from 
8-2-1988 is justified ? If not, to what relief 
the workman is entitled ? 

2. The order of reference was received in the 
office of the Tribunal on 11-10-1990. Since then 
several notices were issued to the Joint General 
Secretary, Janta Mazdoor Sangh, to file written state¬ 
ment on behalf of the concerned workmen. But 
neither the sponsoring union nor the concerned work¬ 
man appeared to take any step in the matter. In 
the circumstances, I am constrained to believe that 
neither the sponsoring union nor the concerned 
workman is interested in pursuing the case. 

3. Accordingly, I pass ‘no dispute’ award in this 
ease. 

In the circumstances of the case, 1 award no cost. 

This is my award. 

S. K, MITRA, Presiding Officer. 


faNf, 18 fwT7, 199 2 
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New Delhi, the !8th September, 1992 

S.O. 2649.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispu'es Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Industrial Tribunal, Bhubaneswar as shown in 
the Anncxure in the Industrial Dispute between the 
employers in relation to the Management of Indian 
Ovei'ieas Bank and their workmen, which was received 
by the Central Government on 15-9-1992. 

[No. L-12011 |85fR9-D. 11(A)] 
V. K. VE.NUGOPAI.AN, Desk Officer 


INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL : ORISSA, 
BHUBANESWAR 

PRESENT: 

Sri R. K. Dash, I.E.B.. 

Presiding Officer, 

Industria 1 Tiibuual, 

Orissa, Bhubaneswar. 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE CASE NO. 2S OF 1990 
(CENTRAL) 

Rhuhancm nr. the 2nd September, 1992 
BETWEEN 

The Management of Indian Overseas Bank, 
78. Sahnrsalii Lane. Bhubaneswar. 

First F’aity—management. 

AND 

Their workmen represented through All Orissa 
Overseas Bank Employees’ Union, V.S.S. 
Nagar. Bhubaneswar. 

. . Second Party—workmen. 

APPEARANCES : 

Sri A. K. Mohanty, Law Officer — For the 
first party- —management. 

Sri Gouri Kumar. 

General Secretary of the Union. 

.. For the second par'y—workmen 

AWARD 

The Government of India in the Ministry of 
Labour, in exercise of powers conferred upon them 
by clause (4) of sub-section (1) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) have 
referred the following dispute for adjudication by this 
Tribunal vide their Order No I.-12011 |85|S9-I>. ITA 
daied 23rd July 1990 :— 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Indian Overseas Bank by not paying half 
yearly closing allowance! over time wages to 
the award staffs working in the Regional 
Office, Bhubaneswar for the half yearly 
closing December, 1988 and March 1989 
and hence-forth is justified ? If not, to 
what relief the wrokmen are entitled?” 

2. A section of employees, namely, award staff 
working in the Regional Office of the management of 
Indian Overseas Bank, Bhubaneswar have raised the 
present dispute on the refusal of the management to 
pay them half-yearly closing allowance'overtime wages 
Miicc- December 1988 and onwards. 

3. Sworn of all dc J nils, the ease of the workmen is 
that the management introduced payment of closing 
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allowunccjovcrtinie wages !o the award stall working 
in the branch offices. This allowance is being paid 
for the extra work done by those award staff during 
half-yearly and annual closing accounts of the Bank. 
The Regional Office of the Overseas Bank, Bhubanes¬ 
war is the administrative office under which there are 
63 branch offices. This office monitors and consoli¬ 
dates the closing work of the branches and submits 
consolidated figures to the Central office. The staff 
of the administrative office are also engaged doing 
closing work as is being done by their—counterparts 
working in the branch offices. They consolidate the 
advances and deposits of all the branches, monitor the 
planning process and take foLlow-up action. The 
Officers working in the Regional office are being paid 
closing allowance (a Rs. 150 for their supervising the 
closing work which is initially originated and perform¬ 
ed by the award fall. In so faj us the workmen are 
concerned, the management lor their doing such extra 
work once paid them closing allowance (overtime wages 
daring the closing session of September 1989 but 
subsequently discontinued the same arbitrarily. In the 
premises, therefore, they have urged that the manage¬ 
ment should Ireat them equally and pay them closing 
allowanccjovertime wages as is being paid to their 
counterparts working in branch offices. 

4. The management on the other hand has* pleaded 
inter-alia that the award staff' of the branch offices* 
in addition to their routine duties perform certain 
extra works during half-yearly and annual closing ol 
books of accounts and for that the clerical staff are 
paid Rs. 145 and sub-staff <*t J Rs. 75 iff lump sum. 
The employees of the Regional office on receipt of 
the statements from the branch offices prepare con¬ 
solidated sffitements during working hours and it being 
not an additional duty they are not entitled to closing 
allowance as is being paid to tbe award staff of tbe 
branch offices. Tn sum and substance, the case of the 
management is that during half-yearly and yearly 
closing of accounts the award staff of the branch 
offices are paid some extra amount in lump sum for 
their doing excess work in addition to their normal 
duly whereas no such extra work is done by the 
employees of the Regional office and therefore, the 
claim of the present workmen working in the Regional 
Office for payment of closing allowance'!overtime 
wages is unjustified. Merely because they were paid 
Such allowance as a one time measure for the half- 
yearly closing of accounts in 1989 no right has 
accrued 1 to them to claim extension of such benefit on 
regular basis. 

5. In view of the pleadings of the parties, tbe 
following issues have been settled :— 

(11 If the award staff working in the Regional 
Office of the Bank at Bhubaneswar are 
entitled to closing allowanceiovertime wages 
for the half-yearly closing December, 1988 1 3 
and March, 1989 and thereafter is justified ? 

(2) If the award staff are discriminated in the 
matter of payment of aforesaid allowance/ 
overtime wages ? 

(3) If the Management’s action in refusing pay¬ 

ment of the aforesaid allowance/overtime 
wages to award staff is legal and justified? 
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( d ) To what relief, the workmen are entitled? 

All the aforesaid issues being interlinked with each 
other are taken-up for consideration simultaneously. 

6. Both parties in support of their case have led 
oral evidence and in addition to it they have brought 
certain documents in evidence, 

1 shall first refer to the documents to find out as 
to what led the management of Indian Overseas Bank 
to take a decision to make payment of overtime 
allowance only to certain categories of employees. It 
is provided in the Indian Overseas Bank (Officer’s) 
Service Regulation, 1979, Ext. A (xerox copy of a 
portion of the Regulation is* filed and marked exhibit) 
iliat a workman who is directly engaged in the work 
relating to the closing of accounts or is required to 
do extra work arising out of such closing of accounts, 
closing allowance is to be paid to him. By virtue of 
such regulation the Personnel and Administration 
Department of the Central Office of the management 
made a circular. Ext. C that with a view to helping 
the branches to attend closing works and at the same 
time to inculcate discipline and to maintain unformity 
in (be administration, overtime wages was to be paid 
uniformly for the December closing work (find half 
of 1988) to clerical staff and messengers who were 
directly involved in the closing work and such pay¬ 
ment should not be made to award staff working in 
the administrative offices, i.c., Regional offices, zonal 
offices, central office and Staff training centres. How¬ 
ever, the aforesaid benefit was extended as a one time 
measure to the employees of the administrative offices 
in the year 1989 under Ext. E. From the aforesaid 
circular and order it is made clear that the manage¬ 
ment with a view to encouraging the employees en¬ 
trusted with (he duty of closing of accounts within 
the stipulated period paid such closing allowance/ 
overtime wages for their doing extra work in addition 
to their normal duty. Now the question is whether 
such benefit should be extended to the award staff 
working in the Regional Office, Bhubaneswar. 

7. Let me now scan the evidence of the witnesses 
examined by the parlies to see if the award staff c 
the Regional office are performing extra work beyond 
their normal duly during half-yearly closing of 

accounts. 

Witness No. 1 for the workmen speaks that he has 
been consolidating the accounts and doing other works 
ou receipt of the figures from the branch offices. He 
doc-' nor say whether for doing such work he is re¬ 
el aired to remain in rhe office beyond the office hours. 
The other witness would say that on receipt of figures 
from the branch offices calculation is made in the 
Regional office and after consolidation of all the 
figures received from the branch offices, within the 
stipulated period it is scut to the Head Office. To a 
Court question he speaks that during closing month 
i.c., March and September the award staff of the 
Regional Office worked over-time for about five to 
six hours a day. It is to be seen as to how far this 
evidence of bis is believable. Tt is in his evidence that 
the total number of clerical staff in the Regional office 
is 17 to 18 and there aie 3 4 branch offices under the 
Regional office. Monthly returns from these branches 
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are received and accounts are consolidated by live 
clerks. For maintaining day book, one clerk is engaged. 
There is a loan section in the Regional office where 
one clerk and one typist are engaged, Every month 
twenty loan applications are received and disposed ol 
in the loan section. This is the sum total of work 
whicn is being done in the Regional Office throughout 
the year. Though he speaks that some more works 
are being done during closing period but his evidence 
is silent as to the nature of work they undertake 
during the said period. 


The sole witness examined on behalf of the manage¬ 
ment is the Deputy Chief Officer, Indian Overseas 
Bank, Bhubaneswar. Fte has emphatically stated that 
employees of the Regional Office are not at all re¬ 
quired to perform any closing work as is being done 
in tne branch offices. In the Regional office lucre , 
no time bound work and the employees and officers 
do not remain in the office beyond the office hours 
amt mke-up extra work. He has given out the nature 
and manner of work performed by the. employees of 
the Regional Office. According to him, the branch 
offices send balance sheets and figures every month to 
the Regional office on rectipi of which compilation 
and consolidation arc made whereafter those are sent 
to the Central office. In the same way they consolidate 
and compile the half-yearly returns submitted by the 
branch offices. He is a responsible officer of the 
management and there is no reason to disbelieve his 
testimony. On the other hand, no acceptable evidence 
couid be led on behalf of the workmen to prove that 
the award staff of the Regional office are actually 
being engaged to work beyopd office hours during 
half-yearly closing period. There is no gainsaying that 
merely because their counterparts working in the 
branch offices arc being paid half-yearly closing 
al!owance|overtime wages, such benefit should be ex¬ 
tended to them even though they do not perform any 
extra woik. In this view of the matter, I am of the 
opinion that the claim of the workmen, namely, award 
stall of the Regional office for payment of half-yearly 
dosing allowance!overtime wages h not legally tenable. 


8. Before pail ing, I may observe that the country 
Is now facing a serious economic crisis. Major portion 
of the country’s revenue is being lakcn-away by the 
public servants towards their salary. Few remains for 
the development programmes. It is, therefore, high 
time to put an end to the payment of closing 
allowance lover: ime wages if not already done. 


9. Having given my anxious consideration to the 
pleadings of the parties and the evidence, both oral 
and documentary, f hold that non-payment of half- 
yearly closing allowance|over!ime wages to the award 
stall of the Regional Office, Bhubaneswar by the 
management since December 1988 onwards is legal 
and justified. 

The reference is thus, answered accordingly. 
Dictated & corrected by me. 

R. K. DASH, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 22nd September, 1992 

S.O. 2650.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Industrial Tribunal, Bhubaneshwar as shown in 
the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the 
employers in relation to the mgf. of Life Insurance 
Corporation of India and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on 16-9-92. 

[No. L-l7012/15G/90-lR(B*ll>] 
V. K. VENUGOPALAN, Desk Officer 


INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL. ORISSA, BHUBA¬ 
NESWAR 

PRESENT : 

Sri R. K. Dish, L.L.B., 

Presiding Officer 
Industrial Tribunal, 

Orissa, Bhubaneswar. 

industrial Dispute case No. 0 of 1991 ("Central) 
Dated, Bhubaneswar, the Sill September, 1992 

BETWEEN ■ 

The Management of Life Insurance Corporation 
of India, Uditnagar Branch Office, Rour- 
keln-12, Sundcrgarh. . .First Party- 

management. 

AND 

Their workman Sri Ashok Kumar Mishra, Ex- 
Sub-staff, C|o. Sri U. N. Mishra, Or. No. 
C]197. Sector-18, Rourkela-3, Sundcrgarh. 
Orissa. ■ Second Party—workman 

APPEARANCES : 

Sri Bhagirathi Nandi. Asst. Administrative 
Officer —For the first party-management. 

Sri G. N. Panda. President of Sambalpur Division 
Life Insurance —For the second party- 

workman. 
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AWARD 

The Goxernment of India in the Ministry of 
Labour in exercise oi powers conferred upon them 
by clause (d) of sub-section ( 1 ) and sub-section 
(2A) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 ((4 c ,t 1947 ) have referred the following dis¬ 
pute for adjudication by this Tribunal vide their 
Order No. L. 17012|156|90-IR.B.(II) dated 
18-2-91 :— 

“Whether the action of the management of Life 
insurance Corporation of India, Udiinagar 
Branch Office, Rourkela-12, Rourkela in 
terminating [he services of Shri Ashok 
Kumar Mishra, sub-staff with effect from 
7-4-90 js lawful and justified ? If not, to 
what relief the workman is entitled to. 

2. The case of the workman may be succintly 
stated as follows . 

The workman was given employment as a sub-staff 
on 7-6-85 against a permanent vacancy by the Senior 
Branch Management, Life lnunanee Corporation of 
India, (for short ’Co/poiation') Uditnagar Branch. 
Since then he had neen discharging his duty sincerely 
and to the satisfaction of his employer. As an em¬ 
ployee of the Corporation he was paid bonus every 
year and allowed to avail CL/PL. However, the 
management suddenly served him a notice on 7-4-90 
terminating his services. It is the further case of the 
workman that their Lordships of the Hon’ble Supreme 
Court in a dispute between the Corporation and some 
workers had put an embargo on the recruitment to 
various posts till final dec'sion of the matter. After 
that embargo was withdrawn the management started 
the recruitment process. A; that time the General 
Secretary of the Class-Ill and Class-lV employees of 
the Corporation of Sambalpur Division submitted a 
list of daily and badli workers working at various 
offices for their absorption as regular sub-staff. The 
management considering the demand of the union 
absorbed all except four including the present work¬ 
man. The management gave out that it was unable to 
consider the case of the workman favourably as he 
had crossed the prescribed age limit. The grievance of 
the workman in this regard is that at the time when he 
entered the Corporation and accepted the job he was 
within the age limit and worked for four and half 
years. So, he could not be blamed if fie had crossed 
the age Unfit by the time the interview was held. In 
the circumstance, the action of the management being 
illegal and arbitrary, ha raised a dispute and moved 
the local labour authority as a consequence of which 
a conciliat'on was held and on failure of the concilia¬ 
tion, the present reference has been made for adjudi¬ 
cation. 

3. The management in its lengthy written state¬ 
ment has challenged the claim of the workman both 
under law and facts. In so far as the question of law 
is concerned, it ; s urged that the L.I.C. of India 
(Staff Regulations), I960 empowers for engaging em- 
loyees in Class-Ill and Class-IV posts on temporary 
_ asis to meet the exigencies of workload. So, one who 
is appointed under the said Regulations on temporary 


bas s can not claim as a matter of right to be absor¬ 
bed against any permanent post. 

Giving out the' history as to how the present work¬ 
man entered into service, the management has pleaded 
that there was a ban on recruitment of new employees 
imposed by the National Industrial Tribunal. So, to 
rtf eel the exigences of wotk load a few temporary 
sub-stall we;e engaged in the Divisional Office, 
Sambhalpur as well as in the branch offices. The pre¬ 
sent workman was engaged on 7-6-85 as a temporary 
hand and continued to work intermittently till 7-4-90 
and was paid wages uu'Jy. lie being aware of the fact 
that his appointment was purely temporary it was 
open for him to opt for a suitable and better job 
before he crossed h;s age limit. That having not been 
done he can not claim as a matter of right to be ab¬ 
sorbed agajnst a permanent post in the Corporation. 

It is the admitted case of the management that before 
the National ludustral Tribunal, Bombay a dispute 
was raised for adjudxation as to what would be the 
service conditions of, Badlijtempcrary and part time 
workmen of the Corporation as well as the condit'ou 
of their absorption in the regular cadre. The learned 
Tribunal while passing Award put a criterion that 
those employees, who have worked 85 days w'thin a 
period of two years in Class-Ill posts and 70 days 
within period of three years in Class-IV posts would 
qualify for being permanently absorbed. It was further 
held that those workers who worked from 1-1-82 to 
20-5-85 would be eligible fur permanent absorption. 
Certa'n difficulties thereafter cropped up in the matter 
of implementation of the sir'd award and so, the Cen¬ 
tral Government referred a fresh dispute to the 
National Industrial Tribunal u|s 36-A of the Act. 
After giving the. parties concerned an oppoitunity of' 
hcar'ng the Tribunal passed a fresh award. While both 
the references as aforesaid were subjudice orders 
were passed that the management shall not make re¬ 
gular appointment to Dll- up the vacancies on perma¬ 
nent basis. Being aggrieved by both the awards the 
management went to the Hon’blc •Supreme Court 
whei'c matter was settled at rest by a compromise. 
The relevant term of compromise entered between the 
parties was that the management would consider the 
case of temporary|part-kme Badli workmen employed 
for 85 days in any two years in Class-Ill posts and' 
for 70 days in any three years in Class-IV posts in 
any of its establishment during the period from 1-1-82 
to 20-5-85 for regular employment in the manner 
provided theve'n. It was alsc stipulated that the tem¬ 
porary | part-time Badli workmen who had applied for 
being absorbed in regular posts on or before 7 - 7-86 
or those aforesaid categories of workmen whose appli¬ 
cations had been received after 7-7-86 or on before 
6-3-87 and those appl cations had been rejected on 
account of late submission shall also be eligible for 
consideration for regular cmplovement. The" present 
workman is not covered under the aforesaid compro¬ 
mise and therefore, ia not clig : lc to be absorbed 
against any permanent post. 

As interim order was passed by (he learned 
National Industrial Tribunal as well as the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court restraining the management to make 
permanent appointments,"the present workman was- 
appointed temporarily for the smooth aclmirtialre- 
tion of the office. To fill-up the vacancies in Class-IV 
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permanent posts a written test was held. The candi¬ 
dates who passed the written test were called to viva- 
voce. The case of the present woikman was not consi¬ 
dered as he had crossed the prescribed age Emit. In 
the premises, it is submitted that non-consideration of 
the claim of the workman for absorption against per¬ 
manent post by the management does not amount, to 
unfair labour practice. He being a temporary hand h^F 
services had been terminated rightly. 

4. In view of the pleadings of the parties, the only 
question for determ'nation is w'hether the action of 
the management terminating the services of the work¬ 
man is lawful and justified, 

5. Both parties did nut like to lead any oral evi¬ 
dence in support of their respective case. The work¬ 
man relied upon the documents which ate marked 
exhibits. 

Admittedly, the second party was a ‘workman' and 
was appointed on daily wage basis as is evident from 
the termination order marked Ext. 1. Though he was 
engaged for whole of the year bat he worked inter¬ 
mittently ranging from 4-1 |2 days to 24 days (see ex¬ 
hibits 2 and 3) in every month. His grievance is that 
having worked for about 4-112 years with utmost 
sincerity and the service record being without any 
blemish he should have been absorbed against a per¬ 
manent post. Instead, the management overlooking 
his legitimate right engaged others who came out 
successful in the interview conducted for the purpose. 
The fact that the Class-lV posts have been filled-up 
by the cand : dates selected in the interview, the mana¬ 
gement admits the same in its reply to a notice to the 
Asst. Labour Commissioner (Central), Rourkela, 
marked Ext. 15. To justify its action, the management 
pleads that the workman and others were appointed 
temporarily as because the National Industrial Tribu¬ 
nal and subsequently, the Ilon’ble Supreme Court 
passed interim order restraining the management not 
to fill-up the vacancies of the regular posts till the 
dispute reached its finality. Ultimately, the d sputc 
was settled on compromise before the Hon’ble Sup¬ 
reme Court where it was agreed that the management 
would consider the case of temporary!part-time work¬ 
men employed for 70 days in any tfcrec years in Class- 
IV posts in any of the establishments during the 
period from 1-1-82 to 20-5-85 for regular employ¬ 
ment. Accordingly, the aforesaid compromise was 
implemented in letter and spirit and temporary|part- 
time workmen were given employment. This be'ng the 
state of affairs, the present workman who had been 
engaged on temporary basis was removed from service 
because the management had no other alternative 
than to take such a harsh step. 

It is not at all the case of *he management that 
some of the temporarylpart-time workmen working in 
the Division Office, Rourkela and other branch offices 
W'ere involved in the reference which was finally 
came to an end by way of compromise as aforesaid, 
and to carry' out the terms of compromise they were 
given employment as regular employees in Ciass-IV 
posts, Rather, from the pleadings of lh» management 
as well as the letter addressed to the Asst. Labour 


Commissioner (Central), Rourkela, Ext. 15 it trans¬ 
pires that after disposal of the reference the manage¬ 
ment conducted an interview and filled-up the posts of 
Class-lV employees ignoring the case of the present 
workman. True it is, the workman was not a party 
to the reference decided by the National Industrial 
Tribunal and subsequently by tile Hon'ble Supreme 
Court but by virute of compromise, the management 
agreed to absorb those Class-lV temporary em¬ 
ployees who had worked for 70 days in any three 
years during the period from 1-1-82 to 20-5-85. 
When a person working for 70 days within a period 
of three years could be able to gcL a permanent job 
in the Corporation, the management applying the 
same principle should have absorbed the workman 
when he appears to have worked more than 100 days 
in each year during the period of his employment 
(see Exts. 2 and 3). Instead, the management termi¬ 
nated his services, held interview and appointed others 
without taking his case into consideration be¬ 
cause of the reason that he had crossed the age limit 
by the time the interview was conducted. It is the 
admitted case of 'he management that the workman 
was allowed to sit in the written examination conduc¬ 
ted for the interview with an express condition that 
his candidature would be treated valid subject to the 
waiver of age limit by the Zonal Manager. The age 
limit in my opinion should not have been taken into 
considerat'on by the authority as because Ihc work¬ 
man was an cx-employce and had already worked for 
4-112 years by the time he appeared the interview. 
In the peculiar facts and circumstances of this case, 
the management should have relaxed the age limit 
and appointed the woikman against a vacancy of a 
regular Class-IV post even without asking him to 
appear any such interview. 

The management in the written statement has urged 
that some cases similar to the present one came up for 
consideraion before the Hon’ble Allahabad High 
Court as well as the Hon’ble High Court of Orissa 
and in those cases the action of the management was 
held to be justified. It at all there were such judicial 
pronouncements the management in all fairness 
should have brought the same to my notice, so that 
I would have strictly followed the decision of the 
Hon’ble Orissa High Court which ; s binding on me. 

6. In view of my discussions made above, I hold 
that the management acted arbitrarily in terminating 
the services of the workman and hence, the action of 
the management is illegal and unjustified. The mana¬ 
gement is directed to absorb him in a Class-lV post 
on permanent basis, hi so far as the back wages arc 
concerned, the workman worked lor 118 days in the 
year 1987-88 and 168 days in 1988-89. So, on calcu¬ 
lation, h's engagement per month comes to 12 days in 
average. Accordingly, I direct the management to pay 
back wages @ 12 days for each month since the date 
of his termination. The back wages be paid within 
three months from the date of publication of th's 
Award. 
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The reference is Urns, answered accordingly. Direc¬ 
ted & corrected by me. 

Dated $-9-92. R. K. DASH. Presiding Officer 

fo^Tf, I ft fff<TRT, 1992 

3f7f _ TO. 26 51.—'iTftfrfnr faffTC Slfafarffi 

19 47 ( 1947 sfflT 14) Tt tlHT 17 % <PJjfTC®I it, 
tRTTT tpW'T T/W, ETt^ff v tEFEEx V fTT2 
fffi f r sp KT 4 tt 4W4tKf ■' 4Er, 4 -Toj A fafrm: 
ajfanfffT fd4T7 T >sta ■'T'vK sffidjfTT 

'v nffio trnfer 4Rfrr s tit %esET tktk 

5p't ie-9-92 4tl trr^rr f*rr *rr i 

[rr^-1 in 12/ltie/siHTr?. wr ( 4 f 4 ) (/iVi)J 

sfl. 5 ft. "OTfr, trp oftl'ORT 

New Deilii. the 18th September, 1992 

S.O. 2651.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby publishes the award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Kanpur os 
shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute bet¬ 
ween the employers in relation to the management of 
Central Railway, Jhansi and their workmen, which 
vos received by the Central Government cn 16-9-92. 

[No. L-41012/136/89-IR(DU (Pt.)] 

K.V.B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXIJRE 

BFEORF, SRI ARJAN DEV PRESIDING OFFICER 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL CUM LABOUR COURT 
PANDU NAGAR, KANPUR. 

Industrial Dispute No. 165 of 1990 

In the matter of dispute between : 

The President, 

Rashtriya Chaturth Shrcni Rail Mazdoor Congress 
2'236 Namneir Agra, 

AND 

The Divisional. Rly. Manager. Central RIy., 
Jhansi. 

AWARD 

l. The Central Government, Ministry of Labour, 
vide its notification No. L-41012|136]89 I.R.fD.U.) 

dated 25-7-80, has referred the following dispute fer 
adjudication to this Tribunal :— 

Whether the D.R.M. (P) Central Rly. Jhansi is 
justified in terminating the services of Sri 


Ganga Charau, S[o Sri Piri Churan M.R. 
C.L. w.e.f. 21-11-86? If not, what relief he 
is entitled and from what date? 

2. The industrial Dispute on behalf of the work¬ 
man has been raised by Rashtriya Chaturth Shreni 
Rail Mazdoor Congress,^Agra, through its President. 

3. The case of the Union in short is that the work¬ 
man had been working as Monthly Rated Casual Lab¬ 
our (hereinafter referred to as M.R.C.L.) Jhansi, 
under Traffic Inspector Central Railway, Mathura, 
He was declared medically unfit on 25-7-85. How¬ 
ever, when the workman raised a demand for regulari- 
sation of his services, his services were illegally termi¬ 
nated w.e.f. 21-11-86, without any notice or one 
month's pay in lieu of notice and without payment of 
retrenchment compensation. It is also alleged by the 
Union that the workman had acquired temporary 
status. The Union has, therefore, prayed for his re¬ 
instatement with full tack wages. 

4. The case is contested by the management. The 
management plead that the services of the workman 
were never terminated. In fact on inquiry it was found 
that the service card produced by him at the time of 
his appointment was fake. Therefore, his selection 
stood cancelled. The management further plead that 
since there was a ban on fresh recruitment on casual 
labour, his appointment was void abinitio. Lastly, it 
is pleaded by the management that the Railway is 
not an Industry and as such the provisions of Tndusl- 
rial Disputes Act, 1947, do not apply to it. 

5. No evidence has been given by either side in 
this case. On 19-8-92, it was submitted before the 
Tribunal by the. authorised representatives for the 
parties that it is a case where the Railway terminated 
the services of the workman on the ground of his 
having secured employment on the basis of fake ser¬ 
vice card. It was further stated by them that no writ¬ 
ten order terminating his services was passed. In this 
case the management have raised a legal plea that 
the Railway is not an industry and consequently the 
provisions of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, do not 
apply to the Railway'. This plea has been examined 
by me in many other cases of the Railway and I have 
held that the Railway ls an industry within the mean¬ 
ing of Sec. 2(j) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 
I sec no reason to differ with my earlier view. 

6. It is a case where admittedly the services of 
the workman were terminated on the ground that he 

had procured employment in the railway on the basis 
of fake service card. It is not denied by Sri 
B. N. Bhat'acharva, the authorised representative for 
the management, that no show cause notice was ever 
issued to the workman nor any disciplinary proceeding 
under the Railway Servants (Discipline and Appeal) 
Rules, 1968, were held against him. Without a show 
cause notice even the unwritten order regarding termi¬ 
nation of the services cannot be upheld. The" work¬ 
man has corroborated his case on the point that he 
had acquired temporary status. 
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ANNEXURE 


7. Tbe management have also raised the plea that 
since diere was a ban on fresh recruitment of casual 
labour, the appointment of the workman a as void 
abinitio. As said earlier no written order was passed 
by the Rlv. in connection with the termination of the 
services of the workman or with regard to the can* 
collation of his appointment. It, therefore, cannot be 
said that the services of the workman were terminat¬ 
ed or his selection cancelled on the ground that he 
was recruited against the bank imposed by the Rail¬ 
way Board. However, the management will be at 
liberty to raise such a plea in subsequent proceed¬ 
ings in relation to this workman. 

8. Hence, the order cannot be upheld. However, 
as held by me in I.D. No. 302|89 iu the matter of 
dispute between this very Union and D.R.M. Central 
Rly. Jhansi on the basis of die order dt. 30-5-90 of 
Central Administrative Tribunal, Allahabad, in O.A. 
No. 160/89 Tula Ram Versus Union of India and 
ralicr hied bv this very Union, the workman cannot 
be awarded back wages while ordering his reinstate¬ 
ment. 

9. Held that the action of the management in ter¬ 
minating the services of the workman w.e.f, 21-11-86 
is illegal and unjustified. The workman is consequent¬ 
ly held entitled to his reinstatement but without back 
wages. 

K>. The management will be at liberty to proceed 
with the case of the alleged production of fake ser¬ 
vice card in accordance with the law, 

IE Reference is answered accordingly, 

ARJAN DF.V, Presiding Officer 

qf fesft, is T%TKn;, 1992 

*T. ?TT, 26 52.—aftefrfipp fefR srfsrfwr, 

1947 (1947 q?r it) qft trrtr 17 % sprim if, 

h-qjfBr nrqar sritfr if? qrptpfcr % 

frpiUT^f aft?: TTP TJfwf % tfPT, OTpq if fdfA? 
sfEfffh-b fw? if wsto rrcqTT stteftfbT pfirpTri 
eitk % tTh e’t imfer qj *pn?it 

qff 16-9-9 2 5T fSff qi I 

(b. tTT-0 012/135/89-Tff (ff 4 ) ('ft #)J 

%. aft. aft. Titft, ipp srPpfTT) 

New Delhi, the 18th September, 1992 

S.O. 2652.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes' Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 

Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Kanpur 
as shown in the Annexuve, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the manage¬ 
ment of Central Railway, Jhansi and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
16-9-92. 

[No. L-41012|135|89-TR(DU) (Pt.) ] 
K. V, B. UNNY, Desk Officer 


BEFORE Ski ARJAN DEV PRESIDING Ol I l« 1 k 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL, PANDU NAGAR, 

DEOKI PALACE ROAD, KANPUR 

Industrial Disoute No, (66 of 1990 

In the matter of dispute between : 

President, 

Rashfrjy.i Chaturtha Slneni R.uil Mazdoor Unhm 

Congress (Intuc) 2|336 Namneir, Agra. 

AND 

Senior Divisional Engineer. 

Central Railway. Jhansi. 

AWARD 

1. The Central Government vide its notification 
No. L-41012;135|89-IR(D.U.) dated 27-7-90, has 
referred (he following clispihc for tidjudication to ffijs 
rvibunal— 

Whether the Sr. DEN Central Railway, lhatisi 
is justified m termmating the services of 5a i 
Om Prnkarii son of Sri Damodar under 
(Thief PWf Mathura Jn w.e.f. 7-8-87 ? If nol 
what relief the workman concerned is endtled 
to? 

2. The industrial dispute on behalf of the workman 
has been raised by Rashtriya Chaturth Shrcni Rail 
Mazdoor Congress Tntuc Agra througti i's President 

3. The case of the Union in short is that the Ser¬ 
vices of the workman who acquired temporary statu.? 
after putting in 120 days of continuous services and 
who had become entitled to regularisation of his ser¬ 
vices on account of his having worked continuously 
for 240 days were terminated' on the ground that at 
the time of his* engagement he had produced a service 
card which on inquiry was found to be fake. The 
Union alleges that the odrer is illegal inasmuch as 
his services were terminated without holding any in¬ 
quiry against him under Railway Servants (Discipline 
& Appeal) Rules, 1968 and in vuilation of the pro¬ 
visions of section 25F & 25G of the I.D, Acb The 
Union further alleges that there are instances where 
persons who had procured service in the Railway on 
the basis of fake service card were given fresh appoint¬ 
ment. The Union has, therefore, prayed for the re¬ 
instatement of the workman with full hack wage?'- 

4. The case is contested by the management. The 
management plead that railway is not an industry iiot 
the provisions of T.D. Act, 1947, apply to it. Since 
the workman had procured service in Ihe railw'ay 
producing forged service card. Ids services were 
cancelled. 

5. On 19-8-92, it was stated before the Tribunal 
by the authorised reprcscnlative for the parties that 
the railway administration passed no written orders 
while terminating the services of the workman. His 
services were said to have stood lerminated as he 
had secured employment on the basis of fake service 
card, 

6. In this case the Union examined the workman 
But none was examined by the management iq support 
of their case. 
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7. In the two legal pleas raised by the management 
that the Railway is not an industry and that the pro¬ 
visions o: I.D. Act do not apply to the railway, l 
find no force in i\ Such pleas have been raised in a 
number of eases by Sri B. N. Bhattacharya, authorised 
representative for the management, even before but 
these pleas have been negatived by me and 1 do not 
see any reason 'o differ with my earlier view. 

8. It is a case where admittedly the services of the 
workman were terminated on the ground that he had 
procured employment in Ihe railway on the basis of 
a fake service card. It is not denied by Sri Bhattacharya 
that no show cause notice was ever issued to the work¬ 
man no r any disciplinarv proceeding under the Rlv. 
Servants (Discipline & Appeal) Rules, 1968, were 
field against him. Without a show cause notice even 
the unwritten order regarding termination of the 
services cannot be upheld. The workman has corrobo¬ 
rated his case on the point that he had acquired 
temporary status. 

9. Hence, the order cannot be uoheld. However, 
af held by me in I.D. No. 302)89 in the matter' of 
dispute between this very Union and D.R.M. Cen'ral 
Railway, Jhansi-, on the basis of the order dt. 30-5-90 

Central Administartjve Tribunal Allahabad in O S. 
No. 160)89 Tula Ram Vs Union of India and other 
filed by this very Union, the workman cannot be 
awarded back wages while ordering his reinstatement. 

10. Held that the action of the management in 
terminating the services of the workman w.e.f. 7-8-87 
is illegal and unjustified. The workman R consequently 
held entitled to his reinstatement but without back 
wages. The management will be at liberty to proceed 
with the case of the alleged production of fake service 
card in accordance with the law. 

ARJAN DEV, Presiding Officer 
fe- 7 Tr, is farfeg-?:, 1992 


Tf. U7 265 3.—3fl?f)frrT fff t r fi TTff 

1947 ( l947 TT 14) 3tl STRf 17 V mHTT'iT if, 
T'-'STT pm-fTTr fftfiTTf mtT tTtfTff 

3 ? spfatfa if fWDuijf aft* td: tu- 

^prf if? ffLTcT if if 

srWfntT ffTsiTtyi tr'h: V 'Tffrs spy 

a’vrfer sjy tt 1 n- 9-92 ^t 

sttst |trr 2 tr 1 

P. n^r 400 12 / 11 4/89-- it- 2 (sft) (ff et)j 

• tt. s(Y. s^fr, ftjfsj^rfy 

New Delhi, the 18th September, 1992 

S.O. 2653.—In pursuance of Section 17 of tff- 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby publishes the award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal. Kanpur as 
shown in the Annevure, in the industrial dispute bet¬ 
ween the employers m relation to the management of 
Sr. Supdt. of Post office Lucknow and then workmen 
™y vas ' received by the Centra] GoernmeiP on 


[No. 

2413 C,r 92—12 


L-40012 {I4|89-D. 11(B) (Pt. ;l 
K. V. R. UNNY, Desk Officer 


ANN0XURE 

BEFORE SRI ARJAN DEV, PRESIDING OFFI¬ 
CER CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL CUM LABOUR COURT ’’ 
PAN DU NAGAR. KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 162 of 1990 
In the matter of dispute between : 

Sri Roop Ram Verma, 

C.o Sri D. R. Saxena. 

189 New Modal House, 

Lucknow. 


AND 

The Senior Supenntendant of Post Offices Chowk 
Lucknow 


AWARD 

1. The Central Government, Ministry of Labour, 
vide Us Notification No. L-40012;114j89-D-2(B) dt. 
25-7-90 has referred the following dispute for adjudi¬ 
cation to this Tribunal .— 

Whether Senior Superintendent of Post Offices 
Chowk Lucknow was justified in terminat¬ 
ing the services of Sri Roop Ram Verma 
S;o Sri Durga Prasad as E. D. Packer w.e.f. 
23-12-88? If ho:, what relief the workman 
was entitled to ? 


--- ^ I* uiai ne was 

appointed as E. D. Packer Post Office Topkhana 
Bazar, Lucknow, on 2-6-86 in place of Sri Anil Kumar 
rewan, a regular E. D. Packer. Sri Tewari who had 
hrst started working as temporary postman, after 
passing the examination, become a regular postman 

woS n . ,S ,nf P ?', nt ff;b' s . t - u ' PadtCT - h ' continued 

ng a regular postman. The order of tenninaticn of 
his services beim> illeoa 1 he k 7T • 7 01 

men. with full feck wages d rCmslatt ' 

7. The management plead that Sri Roo* R am 
]'T2'™ S "T.VPoLd as a E. D ?2r S 

sr«£ 

P D a ct mt * * lacker a8 per prescribed procedure 

governed bv the provisions of E. D, A, RutVYouf 
meaning of D^Ael ! V 1 w orkman within the 
enS'to any SieM 2^®"^ ** " «* 

able to the present „ S V. D ' Ac '’ ,W > » «* *H>B* 
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4. In support of their respective eases both sides 
have led oral as well as documentary evidence. 
Whereas the workman examined himself, the manage¬ 
ment have examined Sri lshwar Din Senior Superin 
tendent of Post Offices. During the course of lus 
arguments the authorised rcpresntativr for the manage¬ 
ment have raised a pica that the post and Telegraph 
Department is not an industry within the meaning ol 
section 2(j) of the Act, On the other hand it has 
teen commJed by Sri D. R. Saxcna authorised re¬ 
presentative for the workmen that it is an Industry. 

5. Alter hearing the two sides and after going 
through i he provisions of I. D. Act 1947, specially 
section 2tj) and section 2(n) of the Act and some 
of the rulings. I am of the view, that there is no force 
in the plea raised by the management on the pomt 

6. In section 2(a) Ports & Telegraph Department 
has been described as a Public Utility Services. Tn the 
fo'lovvmg rulings if has been held to be an Industry. 

!. Kunjan Bhaskuran Versus Sub Di\ Tele. 
1983 Lab IC 135 (Kerala). 

2. Ashnk Kumar ffinha Versus Union of Indie. 
1983 Lab 1C 670 Central Administrative 
Tribunal Calcutta. 

3. B. Lalithakumari Versus Div. F.ngg. (Ca¬ 
bles) Telephones District Vcllayambalam, 
Trivendrum 1984. (49) FLR 57 (Kmcei' 

7. The second point, to be considered in this case 
is whe'her or not there Tad been any violation of (he 
provisions of section 25F I. D. Act. by the postal 
authorities. In his affidavit, the management witness 
has deposed that Sri Vernia was not an F.. DA. but 
was a substitute of Sri Anil Kumar Tewari who was 
an extra departmental agent working as Extra Depart¬ 
mental Packer, Topkiiana Bazar Post Office Lucknow. 
Sri Verma was engaged by Sri Tewari as his substi¬ 
tute during his absence from the post of F„ f). Packer 
while he was working as outsider postman in G. P. O. 
Lucknow. While working as outs'derpostman he main¬ 
tained his lien on the pod of E. D. Packer Topkhana 
Bazar Post Office till he was regularly appointed as 
outsider postman, fn case he was to revert luck as 
E D. Packer, lie was to get back his iob. He has 
further deposed that the post of E. D. Packer fell 
vacant on permanaent absorption of Sri Tewari on the 
post of outsider postman and Sri Venn a who was 
his substitute had also to go. 

8. Tn the Claim statement although the workman 
claims to have been apno'iffied ns E. D. Packer post 
Officev Torikhana Bazar, Lucknow, ho specifically 
writes that his appointment was in piece of Sri Anil 
Kumar Tewari. a regular E. D, Packer. It is also 
stated 9u;t Sri Tewari had started working as tempo¬ 
rary po tman and after passing the examination be¬ 
came a regular postman. In his cross examinat'on the 
workman has admitted that at the time of his initial 
appointment he was nor issued anv letter of appoint¬ 
ment. He has also admitted that before his appoint¬ 
ment no test of his was eve,- held nor k* was inter 
viewed. He further admits that the post of E, D. 
Packer on which Sri Anil Kumar Tewari was work¬ 


ing was. never adver.isa) for filling it up. Even no 
applications were invited from candidates to fill up 
me posts. He was simply called by Sub Post Master 
Topkhana Bazar and ashed to write an application for 
working in place of Sri Tewari. On his giving such 
an application he was kept as a substitute iit the place 
of Sri Tcwaii. 

9. Rule 5 of E. D. A. (Conduct & Service) Rules, 
1964 is on the point of Raw to which an E.D.A. js 
entitled. I have before me a book on these rules by 
Sri P. Muthuswamy 4th Edition. At page 21 of the 
book below the leave tire referied Director General's 
Instructions. I shall be referring to instructions no. 2 
and 4. From these injunctions it appears that an 
E. D. Agent can be given leave uplo 180 days but 
leave in excess of it may be granted by Heads of 
Circles where the necessity for leave arises due to 
E. D. A officiating in a departmental post. It is further 
p.iu\ iih d that during 'lie icn e, every E. D. A, should 
arrange for Iv; work bem cm tied on by a M'lwlitute 
who should be a person approved by the Authority 
Competent to sanction leave to him. 

10 From lfie above evidence, we can come to Tie 
conclusion that the status of .Six Verma was that of 
a substitute of the men who was actually lidding the 
p > I of E.D.A. Tin." a suVsti'utejagent of the E.D.A. 
by no stretch of imagination he can be held as an 
employee of the Postal Department. He cannot be 
held liable for any tonious act nor the nos’ai depart¬ 
ment coil’d take disciplinary proceeding against him. 
Had he been an employee of the postal department, 
the pos al department could he’d hum responsible for 
his tortious act and could take in appropriate cases 
disciplinary proceedings against him. 

11, In his cross examination, the workman has 
desposed that the post of E. D. Packer at Post Office 
Topkhana Bazar, Lucknow, fell vacant some time in 
October or November 1988 while Sri T ewari was 
absorbed as a permanent postman in the services' of 
the Post Offices. His termination as per tcfercnce or¬ 
der and as facts stated by him in the claim state¬ 
ment was w.e.f. 23-12-88. It follows, therefore, that 
till some trine OctobcrjNo' ember 1988, he was not 
the employee of the postal Department. He was 
simply substitute of Sri Tewari F. D. Packer. So the 
period from the date of his working as substitute 
till some time October I November, 1988 cannot be 
ffiken hi to account for the p.m coses of determrirng 
the point whether or not be has worked continuously 
for one year within the meaning of section 253 J. D. 

Act. His working from lhat time onwards, til] 
22-12-88 docs nut satisfy the requirement of section 
25B T. D. Act, So it cannot be held that there had 
been any vocation of the provisions of section 25F 
I. D. Act by the postal Department. 

12. In para 6 of ffis affidavit, the management 
witness has deposed that after the post of E. D. Pac¬ 
ker had fallen vacant on the appointment of Sri 
Tewari as a regular postman recruitment process for 
filling the post of E. D. Packer was Matted by invit¬ 
ing names from the Employment Exchange. Unfortu¬ 
nately the name of Sri Verma was not Sponsored by 
the Employment Exchange. The management witness 
has filed with his affidavit the copy of list of candi¬ 
dates whose names were sponsored by 'he Employ¬ 
ment Exchange. In hjs cross examination the work- 
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man has deposed that he does not know whether or 
not to fill up vaiscancies of E. D. packer, the 
Postal Department invited names from the Employ¬ 
ment Exchange. 

13. At page 57 of-the hook referred to above, the 
method of recruitment of E. D. A. is given. It refers to 
the minimum, and maximum age for employment, edu¬ 
cational qualification etc. and at page 67 it is stated 
that the recruitment of E. D. A. should be through 
Employment Exchange. 

14. There is nothing from the side of the workmen 
to prove that after the post had fallen vacant he 
was appointed as E. D. Packer. So to my mind he is 
entitled to no relief. 

15. Before parting with the award l would like to 
say that during the course ol argument a point was 
raised by the authorised representative for the manage¬ 
ment that E. D. As are not governed by the provisions 
of I. D. Act. In this connection reference may be 
made to a ruling m the case of Bijoy Kumar Bharti 
and others Versus State of Bihar and others 1983 Lab 
IC 1984 (F. B. Patna). It was held by their Lord- 
ships that if there art enactment, or rules framed 
under article 309 of the constitution which either 
expressly or by necessary implication exclude the 
operation of the Industrial Disputes Act, np question 
of applicability of the provisions of the Act arises. 
The mere fact that there is a service code dealing with 
some of the aspects of the employer employee rela¬ 
tionship- between the Government and its employees 
does not amount by necessary implications to tht 
exclusion of the provision of the act tc government 
departments. If there were rules for instance, spedfia- 
cally dealing with the manner in which temporary 
appointments w’ould be terminated it could legitimate¬ 
ly be argued that section 25F I. D. of the Act is 
excluded. For then rules framed under the Constitu¬ 
tional provisions would have precedence over the 
provisions of the Act. It is not possible to accept 
the extreme contention tliat the provisions of the 
Industrial Disputes Act do not at all apply to govern¬ 
ment servants. 

16. I need not enter into this question specially 
when it has been round by me that even if the provi¬ 
sions of 1. D. Act 1947 are held applicable in the 
case of Sri Verma, Sri Verma is not entitled to any 
relief. It has not been specifically shown to me that 
E. D. A. Conduct Service Rules have been framed 
under Article 309 of the Constitution of India. 
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New Delhi, the 18th September, 1992 

S.O. 2654.—Jn pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 194" 7 ), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
tire Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Kanpur 
as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to ihe manage¬ 
ment of Sr. Post Master, Head Post Office, Lucknow 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 16-9-1992. 

[No. L-40012[14|90-JR(DU) (Pt.)] 
K. V. B. UNNY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SRI ARJAN DEV, PRESIDING OFFI¬ 
CER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, PAN DU 
NAGAR, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 274 of 1990 

Sri Pnool Chand, 

Cio. Sri Ram Sagar Kori, 

Cjo. Dr. Mahendra Singh, 

116-B, Faizabad Road, Lucknow. 

AND 

Senior Post Master, 

Chowk Head Post Office, 

Lucknow. 

AWARD 

1. The Central Government, Ministry of Labour, 
vide its notification No. L-40012] 14I90-I.R. (D.U.) 
dated 22[30-11-1990, has referred the following dis¬ 
pute for adjudication to this Tribunal 


17. Held "hat the action of the Sr. Suptd. of Post 
Offices Chowk Lack now in terminating the services 
of Sri Verma w.e.r. 23-12-88 cannot be held as 
unjustified. Consequently, he is entitled to no relief. 

18. Reference is answered accordingly. 


Dated 2-9-1992. 


SdJ- 

ARJAN DEV, Presiding Officer 


hf freFT. 18 frtRR. 1992 
TT. FT. 2654 .—fMPh? fFFTF FjFfFFT, 
1947 ( 1947 43 14) # FRT 17% F^RF 


Whether the Sr. Post Master, Chowk Head Post 
Office Lucknow was justified in terminating 
the services of Sri Phool Chand, S|o. Sri 
Ram Sagar Ko,ri as EDDA w.e.f. 
13-7-1989 ? If not, to what relief the work¬ 
man is entitled ? 

2. The v/orkman’s case in brief is that he was 
appointed on regular basis after observing all due 
formalities of selection procedure as E.D. Village 
Postman (hereinafter referred to- as ED VP) vide 
aopointment letter dated 2-1-1988, copy annexure 1. 
Persuance to the letter of appoinment, he took over 
charge as ti-DVP on 4-1-88 vide charge report, cony 
Annexure 2. He alleges that while lie war, working 
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as EDVP, he was ordered to work as outsider post 
man in a leave vacancy in the head post office Chow k 
Lucknow by the Senior Post Master vide his letter 
dated 22-4-1988, copy Annexurc 2. He further 
alleges that Mohd. Khalid in whose vacancy he was 
initially appointed was put back to it on 5-1-1989 
and in consequence thereof he became surplus. 
However, Senior Post Master Chowk Lucknow vide 
his order dated 5-1-1989 copy Annexure 6, appointed 
him as E.D. Packer Chowk Head Post Office from 
that very date (forenoon). However, his services 
were abruptly terminated vide order dated 13-7-1989, 
copy Annexurc 8 by the Senior Post Master Chowk 
Lucknow abruptly without complying with the provi¬ 
sions of Section 25F, of the l.D. Act. The workman 
alleges that Posts and Telegraph Department is an 
industry and he as a workman is entitled to die 
benefits as envisaged under the l.D. Act, 1947. His 
termination is also against the instructions contained 
fn letter No. 2-l0;88 PE-1 dated l’9-2-1988, of 
P.G.P&T, New Delhi. There had been 8 vacancies 
of regular postman on which outsiders had been 
deputed to uork and as such, he being n senior 
candidate has a right to continue and entitled to be 
deemed to be in continuous appointment even after 
13-7-1989. He has therefore, prayed for his rein¬ 
statement with continuity of service and full back 
wages. He has also claimed Rs. 5,000'- as damages 
for physical and mental pain and financial hardship 
to which he has been put by the management. Lastly, 
he has prayed for the cost of the proceedings. 

3. In this case written statement was filed from 
the side of the management but on 21-5-1992, the 
case preceded exparte against the management. I 
may state here that the management have not gene¬ 
rally disputed the facts alleged by the workman. 
According to the management the workman was 
engaged purely on temporary and provisional basis 
as EDVP vice Sri Mohd. Khalid who was put off 
duty with the clear order that the workman’s appoint¬ 
ment would be only till the decision of the case 
pending against Sri Mohd. Khalid. In short term 
vacancies like leave etc., in post man cadre outsiders 
are engaged and when regular and permanent post¬ 
man join their duty, outsiders arc relieved. As such 
outsiders have no claim for their regular appoint¬ 
ment on any post in the Department. Formalities 
regarding selection procedure are also observed in 
case of provisional [temporary appointment of short 
term vacancies. The workman did not work even 
for a single day on the post of E.D. Packer and 
that Director, Postal Services, Lucknow Region, after 
reviewing, die appointment file passed order for the 
cancellation of the appointment of the workman 
with immediate effect. As such the workman is 
entitled to no relief. 

4. Despite the fact that on 21-5-1992, the case 
was ordered to proceed exparte, the case was argued 
on behalf of the management by Sri Darya Prasad 
Gupta who also referred to the ruling of CAT 
Allahabad, 

5. In support of his case the workman has filed 
his affidavit dated 30-11-199! by means of it he has 
corroborated the case as set up bv him in the claim 
statement. 


6. Annexurc 1. to the claim statement is the copy 
of letter of appointment dated 2-1-1988 issued by 
Senior Post. Master Chowk Lucknow. It is stated 
in the appointment letter that he was being appointed 
as H.D.V.P. only temporarily and provisionally till 
the decision of the case pending against EDVP 
Sri Mohd. Khalid. This fact that his appointment 
i, purely temporarily and provisional lias been again 
referred to in subsequent paragraphs U\ after para 1. 
In para 5 of fiis claim statement the workman has 
deposed mat Sri Mohd. Khalid in whose vacancy he 
v. as initially appointed to work was put to duty on 
5-1-1989 and in consequence thereof he had become 
surplus. It is further stated in this very para of the 
claim statement that he was appointed as B.D. 
Packer Chowk, Lucknow vide his order dated 5-1-89 
copy Annexurc o. 

7. From the above facts it becomes evident that 
1 s appointment as EDVP was not for an indefinite 
p.riod but was only till the case of EDVP Mohd. 
Khalid was decided. It is further evident that on 
i..'sumption of duty by Sri Khalid his services as 
EDVP came to an end. It is also evident that with 
the evpiiy of bis tenure of his services as EDVP he 
was given the appointment from 5-1-89 as B.D. 
Packer Chowk. Lucknow. 


8. The question is whether the whole of the period 
from 4-1-1988 to 12-7-1989 shall^be taken into 
account for the purpose of determining the point 
whether or not there had been any compliance of 
the provisions of Section 25F l.D. Act by the 
management. In this connection I would like ,to 
refer to the Division Bench Ruling of the Kerala 
High Court in the Case of K. Rajan and another 
versus the Kerala State Electricity Board and others 
1992 Lab. IC 1208. It was a case where there 
were two petitioners. Both were appointed lor a 
period of 179 days as Meter Reader or till Public 
Service Commission candidate report for duty or as 
and when the Electricity Board deemed it necessary 
to terminate their services. Tt was held by their 
Lordships, after considering various rulings, that 
termination of their services did not amount to 
retrenchment within the meaning of Section 7(r>o). 
(n their ease Section 2(oo) and Section 25R LD. 
Act are not attracted. 

9. Thus the ruling applies with full force to the 
tacts of the present case. The appointment of the 
workman was provisional and temporary and was to 
last till decision in the case of E.D.V.P. Sri Mohd. 
Khalid, Therefore, to my mind the period of his 
employment from 4-1-1988 to 4-1-1989 will not be 
taken into account for the purposes of looking into 
the question cf compliance of Section 25F l.D. 
Act, 1947. 

Ml. We are thus left with the period of his appoint¬ 
ment as B.D. Packer from 5-1-1989 to 12-7-1989. 
The number of working days comes to 189 days i.e. 
much less than 240 days as contemplated bv Section 
"AR of ID Art, 19-17. Hence it cannot be pAl 
that there had been any violation of Section 25F 
f.D. Act by the management. To remove any doubt 
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cq the question o£ retrenchment I may state here 
that the action of the management after his appoint¬ 
ment as B.D. Packer would amount to retrenchment 
within the meaning of Section 2(oo) of the Act. In 
this connection 1 may also refer to Annexure 6 to 
the claim statement which is copy of letter ot appoint¬ 
ment dated 5-1-1989 issued by Senior Post Master, 
Chowk, Lucknow. It is stated in the letter that 
he was being appointed as B.D. Packer Chowk, 
Lucknow from 5-1-1989 on terms and conditions 
laid down in B.D. Conduct and Service Rules. 1964 
revised from time to time. 


11. The question of compliance of Section 25F of 

I.D. Act 1947, has been considered by me taking 
for the time being that Posts & Telegraph Depart¬ 
ment is industry within the meaning of Section 2(j) 
I.D. Act. However, from the side of the manage¬ 
ment Sri Durga Prasad Gupta an official of the 
Department has argued that it is not an industry and 
in support of his contention he has referred to order 
dated 11-9-90 of Central AdminisTtaive Tribunal, 
Allahabad, in Registration T.A. No. 1239 of 1987 
Achhaiber Lai Versus Union of India. It was a case 
between a daily rated casual labour and the Tele¬ 
phone Department. The Hon'bie Judicial Member 
Sri D. K. Agrawal, held that Telephone Department 
is not an industry within the meaning of Section 
2(j) of the Act. 

21. With utmost respect I am unable to follow 
the view expressed by the Hon’bie Judicial Member 
because of some other ruling of C.A.T. and Hon’bie 
High Court. 

I hereby refer to the following rulings on the 
point— 


1992/xnPspT 18, 1914 


13. During the course of argument Sri Dubey, the 
authorised representative for the workman contended 
that since no opportunity of hearing was given to 
the workman before terminating his services the order 
of termination is bad in law. For this he has relied 
upon the ruling 1989 Lab IC 6/0 (Supra). I have 
gone through the ruling and find that it is distinguish¬ 
able on facts. It was a case where the petitioner was 
appointed as E. D. under the Post Master on 26-3-80 
and his services were terminated by an order dt. 
7-6-82 received by him on 14-6-82. Thus it was a 
case where the petitioner had already worked conti¬ 
nuously for more than a year so as to attract the pro¬ 
visions of section 25F 1. D. Act, 1947. It is also refer¬ 
red to in this ruling. Further it was a case where 
during the tenure of the petitioner a complaint was 
received from a person to the effect that the petitioner 






in his application for opening a new Savings Bank 
account. As a result of the inquiry conducted by the 
Inspector of Post Offices, services of the petitioner 
were terminated without giving him an opportunity 
to show cause why the service be not terminated. It 
was on this count that the order of termination was 
held as bad. In the present case there is no such 
thing. Hence, I find no force in the submission of 
Sri Dubey. 


14. Held that the action of the Senior Post Master, 
Chowk H. P. O., Lucknow, in terminating the servi¬ 
ces of the workman w.e.f. 13-7-89 cannot be said 
as unjustified ? Consequently the workman is entitled 
to no reljef. 

15. Reference is answered accordingly. 

Sdj- 

ARJAN DEV, Presiding Officer. 

Dated 2-9-1992. 


L Kunjan Bhaskaran and others versus Sub 
Divisional Telephone 1983 Lab. IC 135 
(Kerala). 

It was held after detailed discussion the provisions 
of I.D. Act, 1947, and the law laid down in various 
rulings that the P&T Department is an Industry. 

2. Ashok Kumar Sinha Versus Union of India 
1989 Lab. IC 6 70 Central Administrative 
Tribunal, Calcutta. 

In this case also C.A.T. Calcutta, in para 6 of 
their order held (hat Posts and Telegraph Department 
is an Industry. 
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3. Order passed in Registration No. M.48(G)T 
of 1986 dated 30-5-1986 in. Hari Mohan 
Shaima Versus Union of India and others. 
CAT Allahabad (Jabalpur Bench) (Citation 
not given). 

. In para 25 it was held by the Hon’bie Administra¬ 
tive member and Hon’bie Judicial Member that Posts 
and Telegraph Department is an industry. 

Hence, I hold that the Posts & Telegraph Depart¬ 
ment Is an industry within the meaning or Section 2(i > 
of the T.D, Act, 1947. 


New Delhi, the 18th September, 1992 

S O, 2655.—in pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Kanpur 
as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management 
of Central Railway, Jhansi and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on 16-9-92. 

(No. L-41011i33|88-D.II(B)(Pt)] 

K, V, B. UNNY, Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURE 


BEFORE SRI ARJAN DEV, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUS¬ 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL -CUM-LABQUR COURT, 
PANDU NAGAR, KANPUR 

Industrial Dispute No. 146 of 1989 
In the matter of dispute between : 

Sri Surendm Singh, President, Rashtriya Mazdoor 
Congress, Uttar F'radesb, 2|236, Namneir, 
Agra. 

AND 

The Divisional Engineer, Central Railway, Agra. 

AWARD 

1. The Central Government, Ministry of Labour, 
vide its Notification No. L-41011133188-D. 2(B) dt. 
26th May, 1989, has referred the following dispute 
for adjudication to this Tribunal :— 

Whether the action of the management in ter¬ 
minating SiSri Ram Prasad & Nand Lai 
working under P.W. 1(C) C. Rly. Jhansi 
w.e.f. 19-3-86 and Sri Kailash Naraki 
worldng under IOW (C) C. Rly. Jhansi, 
w.e.f. 19-1-88 is justified ? If not, to what 
relief the workmen are entitled to ? 

2-. The Industrial dispute on behalf of the three 
workmen named in the reference order has been rais¬ 
ed by the President, Rashtriya Mazdoor Congress, 
Agra (hereinafter referred to as Union). 

3. The case of the Union is that all the Ihrec^work¬ 
men who had been working under PW1 (C) Central 
Rly. Jhansi, acquired temporary status af er comple¬ 
tion of 180 days service where office whereas the 
management gave MRCL grade to workman Sri 
Kailash Narain, other two, namely, SjSri Ram Prasad, 
Nand Lai were not given the said grade. The result 
was that when these two workmen made a similar 
demand their services were terminated by the manage¬ 
ment in an illegal manner on the false ground that 
they had obtained employment on the basis of a fake 
service cards on 19-3-86. While terminating their 
services, the principle of natural justice were not fol¬ 
lowed. They were not gien an opportunity to ex¬ 
plain their conduct. The order of term nation is also 
illegal because their services were terminated in viola¬ 
tion of the provision of section 25F and 25G of T.D. 
Act. The Union has further alleged that the railway 
have re-engaged persons whose services had been te¬ 
rm ted in a similar manner on the ground that they had 
acquired employment on the basis of fake service 
card. In fact before terminating their services the 
management should have taken the disciplinary pro¬ 
ceedings against them in accordance with Railway 
Servants (Discipline & Appeal) Rules. 1968. As re¬ 
gards Sri Kailash Narain it is alleged by the Union 
that on the false grounds of production of fake sendee 
card at the time of entry into the service a show' cause 
notice was issued to him and consequently a major 


ehargesheet in SF V has been issued to him, however, 
he is still continuing in service. The Union has there¬ 
fore, prayed for the reinstatement of SjSri Ram 
Prasad and Nand Lai with full back wages and for 
regularisation of the services of Sri Kailash Narain 
by declaring the notice issued to him as illegal. 

4. The management plead that all the three work¬ 
men had obtained employment on the basis of fake 
service card, therefore, their appointment were void 
abinitio. The workmen never became railway employees 
and their services could be terminated without any 
notice or without fak ng any discipl nary action against 
them. In fact, the administra'ion erred in giving 
them 15 days show cause notices or starting discipli¬ 
nary proceedings against Sri Kailash Narain workman. 
The management deny thar. any of them had ever 
acquired temporary status. SjSri Ram Prasad and 
Nand Lai are not entitled to any relief because of the 
above reasons and also because of the fact that they 
themselves stopped coming on duty after receiving 
show cause notices. Thus none of the workmen is 
entitled to any relief. 

5. In support of their respective cases both sides 
have relied upon documentary evidence. The Union has 
further examined SjSri Nand Lai and Kailash Narain. 

6. As we have seen, in the claim statement, it has 
been alleged by the Union that the Disciplinary Pro¬ 
ceeding are pending against workmen Sri Kailash 
Narain who still continues to be in service. The same 
fact has been deposed by Sri Kailash Nara'n in 
his statement. Therefore the reference order so far as 
this workmen is concerned is misconceived. The refe¬ 
rence order shows as if his services had been terminat¬ 
ed w.e.f. 19-1-88. 

7. Ext. M.l and Ext. M.4 are the copies of show 
cause notices dt. 15-3-86 issued by P.W.I. (C) 
Jhansi to Sri Ram Prasad and Sri Nand Lai workmen 
respectively. In both these notices it is stated that 
casual labour cards produced by them at the time 
of entry in the railway service, on investigation have 
been found forgeddalsc. Since they had obtained em¬ 
ployment on the strength of such cards. P.W.I. (C) 
Jhansi called upon them to explain within a period 
of 15 days why their serv'ces should not be terminated 
for the aforesaid reasons. There is no document on 
record to show that after the show cause notices 
any order terminating their services was ever passed 
by the disciplinary authority. This fact has also not 
disputed by Sri B. N. Bhattacharya, the authorised 
representative for the management. After issuing show 
cause notice, in the absence of any explanation given 
by them, the disciplinary authority should have passed 
orders terminating their, services. Although a plea of 
abondonment of job by them have been set up by the 
management in their written statement, the manage¬ 
ment have not led any evidence on the point. 

8. It is not denied by Sri Bhattacharya that no dis¬ 
ciplinary proceedings in accordance with law had been 
taken against these two workmen. Moreover, it ap¬ 
pears that with the show cause notices, copies of evi¬ 
dence on the basis of which it was concluded that the 
casual labour cards produced' by them at the time of 
entry into the service was ever furnished to the work¬ 
men, namely, SjSri Ram Prasad and Nand Lai 
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9. In the circumstances, the termination of the ser¬ 
vices of the two workmen cannot be upheld, i.e., to 
say the action of the management cannot be held as 
justified, 

10. In this case the Union has filed the copy of 
order dt. 23-5-90, of C.A.T., Allahabad, in Regis¬ 
tration O.A. No. 160(819 Tula Ram Versus Union 
of India. The facts of the case in which the order 
was passed are similar to the facts of the present 
case. The Central Administrative Tribunal reinstated 
the workman but did not grant him the relief of back 
wages. Further it appears that it gave the liberty to 
the Railway to conduct a proper inquiry in the matter 
of the casual labour card in accordance with the prin¬ 
ciple of natural justice and take suitable ac'ion accord¬ 
ing to law. Sri Surender Singh, the authorised repre¬ 
sentative for the Union submits that the case of these 
two workmen should be decided on these lines. I 
agree. 

11. Held that the reference in respect of Sri Kailash 
Narain is misconceived inasmuch as he is still in ser¬ 
vice of the railway and that his services have not been 
terminated by the railway w.e.f. 19-1-88. Further 
held that the action of the management, in terminating 
the services of SJSri Ram Prasad and Nand Lai w.e.f. 
19-3-86 is unjustified. Both the workmen are rein¬ 
stated in service but without back wages. The manage¬ 
ment shall be at liberty to conduct a proper inquiry 
against them in the matter of casual labour cards 
in accordance with the principles of Natural Justice 
and take suitable action according to law. 

12. Reference is answered accordingly. 

Dated 4-9-92 

ARJAN DEV, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 18th September, 1992 

S.O. 2656.—-In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Tabalpur 
as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the manage¬ 


ment of Malaria Research Centre, New Delhi and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 16-9-1992. 

[No. L-42011 (37190-IR(DU)(Pc.)] 
K. V. B. UNNY, Deri; Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE HONBLE SHRI V. N. SHUKLA, PRE¬ 
SIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, JABALPUR (M.P.) 

Case No. CGTTILC(R) (39)! 1991 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the Management of 
Malaria Research Centre, Jabalpur (M.P.) 
and their workmen S|Shri Surender Ups 
dhayaya and Ramesh Bhatia C'o. Shri 
Ramesh Kumar Bhatia, General Secretary, 
All India Malaria Research Centre 
Employees Association, Branch Office, House 
No. 12, Bari Omti. Jabalpur (M.P.) 

APPEARANCES : 

For Workmen.—None. 

For Management.—Sri Awadhi K. Ram, Advo¬ 
cate. 

INDUSTRY . Malaria Research Centre 

DISTRICT : Tabalpur fV! P ) 

AWARD 

Dated : September 3rd, 1992 

This is a Reference made by the Central Govern¬ 
ment, Ministry of Labour, New Delhi, vide Notifies 
tion No, L-42011 |37|90-IRCDU) dated 12-3-1991, 
for adjudication of the following dispute ■— 

“Whether the action of the Malaria Research 
Centre, New Delhi in transferring Shri 
Surender Upadhayaya and Shri Ramesh 
Bhatia, vide their order dated 10-4-1990 is 
justified ? If not, what relief they are 
entitled to and from what date ?” 

2. Both the parties filed their respective statement 
of claims except the workman Shri Suren cira Upa- 
dhyaya. On behalf of workmen certain documents 
have been filed. No rejoinder has been filed by 
either side. The case was fixed for filing documents 
bv the management, admission Idenial of documents 
by the parties and framing of issues. One of the con¬ 
cerned workmen. Shri Ramesh Bhatia appeared on 

17- 2-1992, 20-3-1992 and 31-3-92. Thereafter no 
body appeared on behalf of the workman on 31-7-92. 

18- 8-92. 28-8-92 and 2-9-92. Therefore the pro¬ 
gress of the case has been held up. 
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-. _l 1*?, case of th; workmen mi biiet it ihu/ being 
Vice President and General Secretary respectively ol 
the All India Malaria Research Centre employees 
Association they were the protected workmen. They 
raised certain demands on behalf of the Association, 
the management tram! cued them with mala fide inten¬ 
tion to stop the union activities. Therefore the order 
of transfer dated 10 - 1-1 <>90 g liable to be quashed. 

4. The management in their statement denied all 
allegations made in the statement of claim of the 
workmen concerned. 

5. On 2-9-1992 Counsel for Management stated 


that Slid Pamesh Blntia hat already been rctrans- 
lerred to Jabalpur. Therefore no dispute remains to 
be adjudicated in respect of Shri Bhtdiu. The 
other workman, Shri Surendra Upadhyaya is neither 
appear‘ng nor conte-aing the case though the reference 
is pending since 27-3-1991. Shri Upadhyaya never ap¬ 
peared before this Tribunal to contest his case. 
Therefore it appears that he has no in'ercsl in 
prosecuting 1 m case. I therefore proceed to pass a 
No Dispute Award with no order ns to cost. Refer¬ 
ence s answered accordingly, 

V. N. SHUKL.A, Prodding Officer 


Printed by the Manager. Govt, of India Picss, Ring RoaJ, New Delhi-110064 
trn.1 Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-110044, 199J 



